INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81 MEETING

Antigua, Guatemala
27 September-1 October 2010

AGENDA
Documents
1. Opening of the meeting
2. Election of Chairman
3. a. Adoption of the agenda
b. Approval of the minutes of the 80" Meeting
4. Status of the Antigua Convention:
a. Entry into force of the Antigua Convention
b. Precautionary approach to fisheries conservation IATTC-81-INF-B
5. a. The fishery in 2009 and status of the tuna and billfish stocks IATTC-81-05
b. Review of the Commission staff’s research
6. a. Report of the first meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee
b. Staff conservation recommendations IATTC-81-06b
c. Observers on longline vessels
7. Technical assistance to developing countries IATTC-81-07
8. Recommended research program and budget for 2011 and 2012 IATTC-81-08
9. Seabird conservation IATTC-81 INF-A
10. IATTC-WCPFC cooperation
a. Cooperation between observer programs IATTC-81-10a
b. Overlap area
11. Program for transshipments at sea by longline vessels IATTC-81-11
12. a. FAO Agreement on Port State Measures to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate
IUU Fishing
b. Proposal on port State measures
13. Reports of Working Groups:
a. 1* Committee for the review of implementation of measures adopted by
the Commission
b. 8" Joint Working Group on Fishing by Non-Parties
c. 10" Working Group on Finance
14. Meetings of the five tuna regional fisheries management organizations IATTC-81-14
15. a. Resolution C-06-05, Trade Measures to Promote Compliance
b. Catch certification system
c. Subsidies relative to trade in fisheries products
16. Amendment of Resolution C-05-07, IUU vessel list
17. Size limit for inclusion of vessels in the IUU Vessel List IATTC-81-17
18. Including vessel charter arrangements in official Commission records
19. Captain training seminars
20. Resolutions:
a. Performance review
b. Fishing on data buoys
c. Limiting longline fishing capacity
21. Election of Chairs of Working Groups
22. Other business:
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23. Place and date of next meeting
24. Adjournment

Changes in closure periods due to force majeure

Matters related to Resolution C-02-03 on fleet capacity

Shark finning

Incorporating the functions of the Joint Working Group on Fishing by
Non-Parties into the Compliance Review Committee

cooe

APPENDICES
1 List of attendees
2.  RECOMMENDATIONS:
2a  Conservation of tunas 2011-2013 C-10-01
2b  Mitigating the impact on seabirds of fishing for species covered by the IATTC C-10-02
2c _ Prohibition of fishing on data buoys C-10-03
3. PROPOSALS
3a B-3 European Union, Japan. Scientific observers for longline vessels
3b G-1 Belize, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Nicaragua, El Salvador, Panama. Fund for develop-
ment.
3c - Document 81-10a REV. Memorandum of cooperation with the WCPFC on observer pro-
grams
3d - Secretariat. Modification of paragraph 5 of Resolution C-08-02 on transshipments at sea.
3e E-1-A Canada, European Union. Port State measures for preventing, deterring, and eliminating
IUU fishing
3f H-1  European Union, Guatemala, United States. Fusion of working groups
3g I-1 Working Group on Finance. Calculating contributions to the IATTC budget
3h B-1 United States. New resolution to replace Resolution C-06-05 on trade measures
(2009)
3i  C-1  European Union. System for certification of catches
3] C-2  Japan. System for certification of catches
3k A-1-A United States. New resolution to replace Resolution C-05-07 on IUU fishing
(2009)
3 K-1 Belize, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Nicaragua, El Salvador, Panama. Modification of pro-
posal IATTC-80-1-A on IUU fishing
3m H-1  Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama and Venezuela.
(2009) Evaluation of the performance of the IATTC
3n  D-1-A European Union. Register of longline vessels
30 L-1 Belize, Colombia, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Nicaragua, El Salvador, Panama. New reso-
lution strengthening Resolution C-05-03 on sharks
3p M-1-A European Union, United States. Election of Chair and Vice-Chair
4 STATEMENTS:
4a  Guatemala. Carrying capacity.
4b  China. Participation in the Antigua Convention.
4c  Colombia. Carrying capacity.
5 OTHER
5a  China. Letter regarding meeting arrangements
5b  Chinese Taipei. Response to letter from China
5¢  Vanuatu. Comments on Proposal E-1-A
5d United States. Request to evaluate a total allowable catch (TAC) program
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1. Opening of the meeting

The meeting was opened by Dr. Guillermo Compean, Director of the Commission. The attendees are
listed in Appendix 1.

2. Election of Chairman

Lic. Jorge E. Girdn, Deputy Minister for Livestock, Hydrobiological and Food of the Government of
Guatemala, was elected to chair the meeting.

3. a. Adoption of the agenda
The following additions to the agenda were requested:

1. United States. Presentation on domestic regulations on managing its capacity. Resolution on protect-
ing data buoys.

Peru, Colombia, and Guatemala. Statements regarding carrying capacity.
Guatemala. Situation of certain vessels with respect to the closure in 2010.
Colombia. Fish-aggregating devices (FADs) and their effects on the tuna fishery.
El Salvador. Proposal for a resolution on finning of sharks.

o gk~ w N

Japan. Three proposals: conservation of seabirds; observers on longline vessels; and a system for
catch documentation.

~

Mexico. Subsidies affecting fisheries and a resolution on an IATTC performance review.
8. Ecuador. Procedure for changing closure periods.

9. European Union. Five proposals: observers on longline vessels; list of longline vessels; catch docu-
mentation system; seabirds in the longline fishery; and the FAO Agreement on port State measures.

10. Canada. Presentation of an information document on the development of a mechanism to implement
a precautionary approach for IATTC management measures (IATTC-81 INF-B).

The revised agenda is presented on pages 1 and 2 of these minutes.
b. Approval of the minutes of the 80th Meeting of the IATTC

The minutes of the 80" Meeting of the IATTC were approved with a minor editorial change suggested by
by the United States.

4. a. Entry into force of the Antigua Convention

Mr. Brian Hallman, Deputy Director of the IATTC, reported that the Secretariat had been advised by the
United States, the depositary government, that the Antigua Convention entered into force on 27 August
2010, and that this meeting of the Commission was the first one under the new Convention.

Thirteen governments have ratified the Convention and deposited their instruments of ratification or ac-
cession. Four of these — Belize, Canada, China, and the European Union — became new IATTC members
as of 27 August.

Chinese Taipei, as a Fishing Entity, provided the required written communication to the depositary, pur-
suant to Article XXVIII of the Convention, and therefore also became a member of the Commission as of
27 August. Mr. Hallman reported that a meeting was held last week of the Committee for the Review of
Implementation of Measures Adopted by the Commission, a new group established by the Antigua Con-
vention.

The European Union (EU) indicated that this was the first meeting in which it was participating as a
member of the Commission, and stressed its intention of cooperating. Similarly, Canada expressed its
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pleasure at being a member of the Commission.

China commented that since Chinese Taipei is a new member in the capacity of a Fishing Entity, not a
sovereign State, this fact must be reflected in the meeting arrangements. China had sent the Secretariat a
letter on this matter, which it asked to include in the record of the meeting (Appendix 5a). Chinese Taipei
commented that it could not accept discriminatory treatment with respect to its membership, and also had
sent the Secretariat a letter for inclusion in the meeting record (Appendix 5b).

This matter had been discussed at a heads of delegation meeting prior to the opening of the Commission
meeting, and it appeared from that meeting that it would be possible for the other delegations to accom-
modate some, but not all, of the concerns of China, as elaborated in its letter.

At this point in the proceedings the formal meeting was temporarily suspended so that delegations could
further address the problem in a less formal setting. Following this consultation, the Chair of the meeting
announced that there was no change in the positions of the other IATTC members that they could not
agree to all of China’s requests regarding meeting arrangements.

Later in the meeting, after additional consultations, the Chair again confirmed to the meeting that the situ-
ation had not changed. China made clear to the meeting that, under these circumstances, China could not
agree to any formal resolutions offered for adoption pursuant to the Antigua Convention. Several delega-
tions urged China to be more flexible, considering that all of the Commission’s resolutions are related to
conservation and management, and that China’s position would, in essence, prevent agreement on im-
portant international conservation and management measures for marine resources in the eastern Pacifc
Ocean (EPO). China stated that it shared the interests and concerns of the other delegations regarding
conservation and management, but that it could not modify its position on formal resolutions, given the
importance for China of the issue of meeting arrangements relative to Chinese Taipei.

In the course of the discussion on this matter during the remainder of the meeting, China clarified that,
while it could not agree to formal Commission resolutions, it would not object to less formal recommen-
dations that other members wished to pursue. China advised that it would likely be willing to voluntarily
follow recommendations that were important for effective conservation and management, but that it
would not be legally bound by them.

It became clear during the meeting that not all members would necessarily be legally bound by agreed
IATTC recommendations, but that under the circumstances, this would be the best way to proceed. It was
suggested that any such recommendations should be formatted along the lines of the recommendation on
tuna conservation originally agreed during the 80™ meeting of the Commission (C-09-02) but which was
subsequently superseded by Recommendation C-09-01.

b. Precautionary approach to fisheries conservation

Canada presented the informational document (IATTC-81-INF-B), noting that reference points should be
identified for applying the precautionary approach, and for classifying the status of the populations as crit-
ical, cautious, or healthy. Dr. Richard Deriso, IATTC Chief Scientist, noted that this proposal is similar
to others presented before in other organizations, and that it had been adopted in one of them some years
ago. He also commented that, in his view, the difficult part of proposals along these lines is not the refer-
ence points, but rather the decision rules, in particular whether the management decisions become auto-
matic or leave discretion to governments to choose management options.

Various delegations expressed their support for the general concept of the proposal, and especially for the
application of the precautionary approach. The meeting agreed that the proposal should be reviewed by
the IATTC scientific staff and by the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) at its next meeting.

5. a. The fishery in 2009 and status of the tuna and billfish stocks

Dr. Compean presented Document IATTC-81-05, noting that the yellowfin tuna resource had shown
stability of spawning biomass in recent years, and that current spawning biomass is above the level
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asociated with maximum sustainable yield (MSY). Regarding bigeye tuna, recruitment had improved,
and the outlook was more optimistic; a declining trend in spawning biomass was no longer apparent.
Regarding skipjack tuna, the situation is similar to that of previous assessments, in that the biomass,
recruitment, and exploitation rate have continued to increase, but there is some concern that the increased
exploitaton rate is approaching or perhaps exceeding the level associated with MSY.

The EU asked about the situation regarding other species that are the responsibility of the IATTC, such as
swordfish, albacore, and bluefin tuna, and commented that the change in the results of the bigeye assess-
ment was noteworthy.

Dr. Compean explained that the documents for the meeting of the SAC included information on the long-
line fishery, carrying capacity, and all the species within the competence of the IATTC. The closures of
the fishery have been effective for the recovery of the tunas, and this had been reported to the SAC and at
meetings of regional fisheries management organizations (RFMOs). The change in the trends in the sta-
tus of the populations is encouraging, but caution should be exercised in their management in the future.

Japan agreed that caution should be exercised despite the optimistic assessment, and supported using the
precautionary approach. He asked about the impact of the management measures on catches of juvenile
bigeye and the reasons for the apparent recovery of the bigeye stock. He also expressed concerns about
skipjack tuna, which is currently healthy but may be approaching overexploitation.

Dr. Compean indicated that the closure of the high seas area, where juvenile bigeye predominate, plus the
months of regular closure, had helped the recovery of bigeye. Regarding skipjack, he agreed that the pre-
cautionary approach should be applied, since the exploitation rate is nearing the MSY.

Colombia agreed that caution should be exercised in the future management of bigeye, and observed that,
since a new technique was used for the bigeye assessment, it is necessary to ensure that the optimistic re-
sults are not an artifact of this change. Two important environmental phenomena had occurred, an EI Ni-
fio and La Nifia, and these are not reflected in the scientific documents. He also asked how the issue of
the effects of the floating-object fishery should be managed.

Dr. Compean noted that assessments were presented at the meeting of the SAC regarding the influence of
El Nifio on the resource, but there was not enough information available for a thorough evaluation. He
further noted that a comparison of the results of the new and the previous assessment methods revealed no
significant differences in the results. He stressed that the staff works with the best scientific information
available.

Mexico, Ecuador and Canada stated that they were pleased by the apparent improvement in the status of
the bigeye stock, but noted that the precautionary approach should be applied, and that the positive trend
would need to be confirmed in future assessments.

b. Review of the Commission staff’s research
This item was not addressed due to lack of time.
6. a. Report of the first meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee

Dr. Compean presented the recommendations contained in the Report of the Scientific Meeting held in La
Jolla from 31 August to 3 September 2010. He noted that there was a question about whether this was a
meeting of the SAC, given the apparent lack of a quorum, but that, regardless, the report contained rec-
ommendations made by the participants.

Dr. Compean reported that the rules of procedure of the SAC were being drafted andwould be circulated
for comment prior to the next meeting of the SAC.

b. Staff conservation recommendations

Dr. Compedn presented the recommendations of the staff contained in Document IATTC-81-06b, as fol-
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lows:
Yellowfin and bigeye tunas
a. Purse-seine fishery (vessels of IATTC size classes 4-6):

a. Closure applicable for 3 years (2011-2013), with a duration of 62 days in the entire eastern Pacif-
ic Ocean (EPO) (29 July — 28 September or 18 November — 18 January).

b. Closure of the high-seas area established in Resolution C-09-01 from 29 September to 29 Octo-
ber.

b. Longline fishery:
a. Fixed catch limits in 2010 for China, Korea, Japan, and Chinese Taipei.
b. Catches by other fleets limited to the greater of their catches in 2001 or 500 t.
c. Marking and identification of FADs.
Bluefin tuna
1. Commercial fishery: annual catches in 2011-2012 no greater than the 1994-2007 average.
2. Sport fishery: effort no greater than the maximum during 2006-2010.
3. Monthly reports on catches and effort by the sport fishery.
North Pacific albacore tuna

1. Formation of an ad hoc working group to develop an operational definition of the “current levels” of
effort specified in Resolution C-05-02.

2. Include information on fishing effort in the six-monthly reports.
3. Include data for the EPO only in the reports.
Full retention of tuna caught by purse seines

Renew the program to require all purse-seine vessels to retain on board and land all bigeye, skipjack, and
yellowfin tuna caught.

Japan commented that apparently there was insufficient information available on the operations of small
longline vessels, noted that it was pleased to see a recommendation on Pacific bluefin tuna, and empha-
sized the importance of being precautionary in the management of the bigeye stock in light of uncertain-
ties regarding the stock assessment.

Canada, the EU, and the United States also stressed the importance of being precautionary with respect to
bigeye. Mexico and Ecuador agreed, but noted that they were pleased to see an improvement in the stock
status, since this appeared to show that the management measures were having a positive impact.

Colombia, the EU, and the United States expressed their interest in the implementation of the paragraph
in Resolution C-09-01 addressing research on FADs. Dr. Compean commented that the Secretariat had
sought information from the industry on the number and location of FAD placements in an effort to move
the research program forward, but no such information had been forthcoming.

Regarding the conservation program for 2011, the meeting recognized that, although the current
Resolution C-09-01 is in effect during 2011, it does not mandate specific measures for limiting the
fisheries for yellowfin and bigeye during that year, and it was therefore necessary at this meeting to agree
to specific limits on fishing for 2011, if not longer.

Consequently, the members spent considerable time at the meeting addressing this matter. Finally, at the
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end of the meeting, a conservation recommendation was agreed (Appendix 2a) along the lines described
in section 4.a. of these minutes. With regard to the purse-seine closures, one of the main features of the
recommendation, it was decided that there would be a closure of 62 days in each year during 2011-2013,
with the measures for 2012 and 2013 subject to confirmation or adjustment based on the yellowfin and
bigeye stock assessments. Equivalent restrictions on longline catches of bigeye tuna were also estab-
lished. It was also decided to continue the closure of the offshore area to purse-seine fishing that was in
place for 2009 and 2010.

China expressed its willingness to apply voluntarily the conservation measures established for its longline
fleet in the recommendation.

c. Observers on longline vessels

There were two similar proposals on this issue, B1 by Japan and B-2 by the EU, which were extensively
discussed by the meeting. The main idea of these proposals was generally supported, with comments that
the level of coverage should determined on the basis of fishing effort, that the proposed level of 5% was
too low, that the program should be scientific and carried out by the countries, and that developing coun-
tries might have financial difficulties in implementing it.

The two proposals were combined into a joint proposal B-3 (Appendix 3a), which was circulated to the
meeting but not approved due to a lack of meeting time.

7. Technical assistance for developing countries

Mr. Ricardo Belmontes, of the Commission staff, presented Document IATTC-81-07, noting that the An-
tigua Convention establishes a mandate to provide technical assistance, and the joint tuna RFMO meet-
ings had made recommendations supporting such assistance. A fund could be created for this purpose
with voluntary contributions by IATTC members, international donor agencies, non-governmental organ-
izations, and the industry, and be managed by the Secretariat for projects proposed by members and sub-
sidiary groups of the Commission.

The members supported the creation of this fund. Some members suggested that it be included in the
budget as of 2012, since this would facilitate obtaining the resources from their national administrations,
but two delegations preferred that funding come from voluntary contributions.

Proposal G-1 (Appendix 3b), presented by Belize, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua, and
Panama, which establishes how the fund should be created and used, received general support from the
members, but was not finally approved due to a lack of time at the meeting.

8. Recommended research program and budget for 2011 and 2012

Ms. Nora Roa-Wade, of the Commission staff, presented Document IATTC-81-08, which presents the
proposed research program and estimates of costs in fiscal years (FY) 2011 and 2012. The recommended
budget for FY 2011 was US$ 6,621,787, and that for 2012 was US$ 6,833,278. She explained that the
increase in the budget request is due to additional responsibilities and work for Commission staff as a re-
sult of the entry into force of the Antigua Convention, and to increasing health care and pension costs for
Commission staff. Also, the costs of moving the Commission’s head office would need to be covered in
2011 and 2012. Several members stated that they had difficulties in accepting increases in the budget at
this time. The EU asked those members with outstanding contributions to explain the delay in their pay-
ments, and asked to review the report of the external auditors. He also suggested considering the possibil-
ity of reducing the size of the IATTC scientific staff, noting that other tuna RFMOs do not have large sci-
entific staffs, and observing that this resulted in the necessity of a high budget for the Commission.

Several members expressed their support for having the IATTC maintain an independent scientific staff,
noting that this way of working was contemplated by the Antigua Convention, and commenting that the
work of the scientific staff puts the IATTC at a higher level than other RFMOs, and benefits those mem-
bers that do not have the resources to carry out their own research. It also allows a more balanced deci-
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sion-taking than in other RFMOs, in which national scientists carry out assessments and develop recom-
mendations.

The members with outstanding contributions reported on the status of their payments. Canada stated that
it would review why its contribution had not been received by the Secretariat. The United States ex-
plained that the delay in its payment was due to the change in the IATTC’s financial year, and this would
be resolved in the near future. Ecuador stated that it would pay as soon as domestic budgetary questions
had been resolved. Guatemala reported that it had implemented a payment schedule, and would be current
by mid-2011. Panama indicated that it would report at a later stage during the meeting, but this did not
happen.

The meeting decided to maintain the budget for 2011 at the same level provisionally approved during the
80™ meeting of the Commission in June 2009, i.e. a budget of US$ 6,029,723. Also, it was decided that
the contributions by members in 2011 would be calculated in accordance with the recommendation of the
working group on finance.

9. Seabird conservation

Japan and the EU presented a joint proposal on measures to mitigate the impact of the longline fishery on
seabirds, indicating that they were very similar to those in place in the Western and Central Pacific Fish-
eries Commission (WCPFC).

The proposal was approved, with the exclusion from the mitigation area of the jurisdictional waters of
Mexico. It was clarified that those members that do have any record of bycatch of seabirds by their flag
vessels are not obliged to adopt these mitigation measures. It was also clarified that the application of the
measures would begin no later than 1 September 2011 for longline vessels equal to or greater than 24 me-
ters in length overall, and no later than 1 September 2012 for longline vessels of less than 24 meters. It
was agreed that the technical specifications for measures most suitable for use by vessels of less than 24
meters will be considered by the Commission’s working group on bycatch, the SAC, and the IATTC sci-
entific staff. It was agreed that the seabird proposal would be adopted as a recommendation (Appendix
2b) along the lines described in section 4.a. of these minutes.

10. IATTC-WCPFC cooperation
a. Cooperation between observer programs

Mr. Hallman presented Document IATTC-81-10a , which contains the draft memorandum of cooperation
on the mutual approval of observers from the WCPFC and IATTC programs. He reported that a meeting
had been held with the WCPFC to discuss technical issues for both programs, in which similarities and
differences were identified, and that a memorandum of cooperation on the exchange of data with the
WCPFC had already been agreed.

Many members approved the approach elaborated in the memorandum, indicating that mutual recognition
between the two organizations regarding on-board observers was necessary to avoid duplication and facil-
itate the operation of vessels that fish in both areas.

Ecuador expressed its concern regarding a statement by a member of the WCPFC that the standards of the
IATTC observer program are not adequate for working with that organization. The EU stated that the
WCPFC program could learn from the experience of the IATTC with its observer program, and suggested
that the two programs should collaborate on technical issues to ensure that standards are compatible.

Following the discussion, the Secretariat added two new paragraphs to the memorandum to address the
concerns expressed, and the revised version (Appendix 3c) was circulated. However, there was not
enough time during the meeting for the members to discuss or approve the memorandum of cooperation.

b. Overlap area

Dr. Compeén introduced this matter, noting that the one problem is that the regulations of the two com-
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missions in the overlap area may not be consistent. Also, it was not clear that vessels of IATTC members
fishing in this area needed to follow WCPFC requirements, and vice versa. Regarding this latter point,
Ecuador remarked that it had received a communication from the WCPFC indicating that one of its ves-
sels was fishing in the overlap area in a manner not consistent with WCPFC resolutions. Ecuador re-
quested that the Director inform the WCPFC that the overlap area is regulated by the IATTC, and that
vessels that are included in the IATTC Regional Vessel Register and comply with its regulations can op-
erate legally in that area. Several members supported this request, and also commented that the WCPFC
should be encouraged to accept the requests of IATTC members to be given the status of cooperating
non-Parties.

The meeting discussed the possibility of the Secretariat obtaining legal advice with respect to the overlap
area and perhaps other complicated legal issues, with several members commenting that this might well
be useful. El Salvador noted the difficulties of adding vessels to the WCPFC register of vessels, stating
that only a few of its vessels had been authorized by the WCPFC to fish in the high seas, which presuma-
bly would include part of the overlap area..

Canada asked whether it might be useful for the IATTC and WCPFC Secretariats to meet as had been
done in the past. It was pointed out by other delegations that these meetings had not proven to be particu-
larly useful in resolving difficult issues because the Secretariats are not able to speak on behalf of the
member governments.

Japan proposed holding an extraordinary meeting of the members of both commissions to address rele-
vant issues, and noted this could be done during the time frame of the joint meeting of the tuna RFMOs in
July 2011 (Kobe 3). This proposal was supported by several other members.

11. Program for transshipments at sea by longline vessels

Mr. Belmontes presented Document IATTC-81-11, noting that the program had operated since January
2009. The number of on-board observers placed and of days at sea has increased significantly in 2010,
and additional contributions of US$ 150,000 are necessary for 2010.

The members agreed that this additional contribution should be made, and that the budget for 2011 should
be US$ 750,000. As in 2009 and 2010, the costs would be distributed among the participating members
(China, Japan, Korea, Chinese Taipei, and Vanuatu), with Belize and Peru paying for individual trans-
shipments.

The meeting discussed the Secretariat’s recommendation to modify paragraph 5 of Resolution C-08-02 so
that only those vessels on the Regional Register and that contribute to the costs of the on-board observer
program would be allowed to make transshipments. This recommendation was accepted by the Commis-
sion, but was not approved due to the lack of sufficient meeting time (Appendix 3d).

12. EAO Agreement on Port State Measures to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate lUU Fishing

A joint proposal by Canada and the EU (E-1-A, Appendix 3e) was presented on the adoption of port State
measures to improve the implementation of IATTC conservation and management measures and to com-
bat IUU fishing. The delegations explained that in drafting the proposal they drew upon the recently con-
cluded FAO framework Agreement on Port State Measures to Combat IUU Fishing.

Mexico pointed out that support for the agreement in FAO was not unanimous, and that any measures
adopted within the IATTC should be designed for the region and not address problems in other regions.
Other members noted that adopting this proposal would prejudge ongoing internal consultations in their
countries regarding the ratification of that agreement.

Japan expressed support in general terms, but indicated that its domestic law needed to be changed before
it could ratify the FAO agreement. Vanuatu noted various problematic paragraphs in the proposal (Ap-
pendix 5¢).
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13. Reports by Working Groups:

a. 1% meeting of the Committee for the review of implementation of measures adopted by the
Commission

The chair of the committee, Mr. David Hogan of the United States, summarized the results of the meet-
ing, noting that it recommended abolishing the working group on fishing by non-Parties and dividing its
functions between the new review committee established by the Antigua Convention and the AIDCP In-
ternational Review Panel, as appropriate, including examining any necessary changes to rules of proce-
dure or terms of reference. The committee also recommended that the Commission examine any changes
needed to reconcile the resolutions related to sharks, and also to incorporate any changes necessary to im-
prove the survival of sharks in the fisheries in which they are taken. The committee also concurred with
the proposed course of action for the Secretariat to continue working on Unique Vessel Identifiers (UVI).

Mr. Hogan also summarized the information on compliance with Commission measures as elaborated in
the compliance report prepared by the Secretariat. Regarding the question of lack of compliance with the
closure of the purse-seine fishery, Colombia reported that it would review the number of days of closure
observed in 2009 by the vessel Marta Lucia. Colombia was asked to present more information on its
individual-vessel closure in 2009. The EU proposed that the difference between the number of days of
closure observed by a vessel and that established in Resolution C-09-01 should be added to the vessel’s
closure period the following year. Some delegations supported this idea, but there was no consensus.

Japan expressed its hope that all Colombian vessels would observe a 62-day closure in 2010, in accord-
ance with Resolution C-09-01, and proposed that the Bolivian vessel Mar Cantabrico that operated dur-
ing the closure be placed on the provisional IUU list. Both Bolivia and Honduras, which have vessels
fishing in the EPO, should be invited to apply for cooperating non-member status. This suggestion was
supported by the other members.

Ecuador reported that there are ongoing processes regarding the cases in which its vessels are involved for
lack of compliance with Resolution C-09-01, and that the results would be communicated to the IATTC
as soon as the processes concluded.

Regarding the issue of capacity, it was reported that seven vessels that are not on the Regional Register
fished in the EPO during 2009: Marta Lucia R (Colombia); Dominador | (Colombia); Cap. Tino B.
(Ecuador); Ignacio Mar | (Ecuador); Ocean Lady (Ecuador); Tunamar (Panama); and Tuna | (Ecuador).

Ecuador reported that the vessels Cap. Tino B and Ocean Lady had already been added to the Regional
Register, and the vessels Ignacio Mar y Tuna | had been assigned the capacity previously assigned to the
Roberto M, a vessel listed on Regional Register with a notation that it is the same vessel as the Tunapesca
under Panama flag.

Colombia reiterated its view that the two Colombian-flag vessels mentioned should not be considered to
be fishing illegally, and are not so considered by Colombia. Colombia stated that it had provided an ex-
planation of the circumstances of the Marta Lucia R and Dominador | at previous meetings, and that its
position remains the same. Colombia also reiterated that it wished to see a discussion by the Commission
on how to resolve this issue in the context of Resolution C-02-03 on the capacity of the purse-seine fleet.

b. 8™ meeting of the Joint Working Group on Fishing by Non-Parties

The chair of the working group, Mr. Roberto Cesari of the European Union, presented his report, which
reflected the following points regarding the provisional List of lUU vessels.

a. Neptune (Georgia) and Caribbean Star No. 31 (unknown): include in the list of IUU vessels.

b. Lina, Minako, and Tomio (Indonesia): withdraw nomination for the IUU list based on recent infor-
mation provided by Indonesia.

c. YuLlongand YuLong N. 6 (Belize): Maintain vessels on provisional 1UU list for 2011.
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d. Dominador | (Colombia), Ignacio Mar | (Ecuador), Tuna Mar (Panama) and Don Abel (Venezuela):
no consensus on their inclusion in the TUU vessel list.

e. Marta Lucia R (Colombia): there was no consensus for removing this vessel from the 1UU list.

There was considerable discussion regarding the removal of the vessel Permata (Indonesia) from the IUU
list on the basis that it was sunk. However, in the view of the meeting, a close examination of the
available evidence did not prove conclusively that the vessel had sunk, and so it was decided to keep it on
the IUU list pending further clarification. Regarding the other 10 Indonesian-flag vessels on the 1UU list,
the Commission noted that in the correspondence on these cases it is not clear that the government of
Indonesia has clearly indicated that the vessels have been sanctioned for fishing in the EPO without being
on the Regional Register, other than noting that warning letters have been issued.

The IATTC members indicated that, while they were pleased that the Indonesian government was making
helpful efforts to resolve these cases, they would like assurances from Indonesia that (1) sanctions of
adequate severity have been imposed on the vessels for their past illegal fishing activities in the EPO, (2)
the vessels are currently prohibited by Indonesia from fishing in the EPO, and (3) Indonesia is effectively
monitoring the vessels, along with a detailed explanation of how that is being done.

Regarding the assignment of Dolphin Mortality Limits (DMLS) to vessels on the 1UU list, the working
group agreed to recommend to the Parties to the AIDCP that they review the criteria for the assignment of
DMLs and consider whether it was appropriate for vessels not on the Regional Register to receive DMLSs.

The working group recommended that it be dissolved, and that its functions under the IATTC be assigned
to the Committee for the review of implementation of measures and its AIDCP functions to the AIDCP
International Review Panel. The EU, Guatemala, and the United States presented a proposal on this sub-
ject (Proposal H-1; Appendix 3f). This was discussed by the meeting and, while it achieved widespread
support as an appropriate action with the entry into force of the Antigua Convention, no definitive rec-
ommendation on dissolving the Joint Working Group was finalized. It was also pointed out that the Par-
ties to the AIDCP would have to take similar action since this was a joint working group.

The Commission decided to renew the Cooperating Non-Party status for both the Cook Islands and Kiri-
bati. In response to a question by Japan, Kiribati stated that it currently had no plans to fish in the EPO,
but that, if Kiribati-flag vessels did fish in the EPO, they would do so in accordance with the rules of the
IATTC.

c. 10" meeting of the Working Group on Finance

The chair of this working group, Mr. Brad Wiley of the United States, reported that the working group
recommended adopting a formula similar to that agreed in 2007, but modified by reducing the utilization
component from 15% to 10% and adding the difference to the catch component, and also adding a catego-
ry of 5.5 for the gross national income weighting factor (Proposal 1-1; Appendix 3g). The meeting decid-
ed to utilize this formula for the calculation of the contributions for 2011, and to continue working to-
wards a new formula for subsequent years.

The EU and Japan indicated that the correct direction was being followed in progressing towards elimi-
nating the component of utilization. The EU asked the Secretariat to provide to all members its utilization
data and the method used for calculating this component.

14. Meetings of the five tuna regional fisheries management organizations

Mr. Hallman introduced Document IATTC-81-14, which contains the recommendations that arose from
the various workshops held in the framework of the Kobe process of joint meetings of the tuna RFMOs.

Several members expressed their support for the Kobe process and most of its recommendations, and
commented that decisions should be taken on how to advance these. The United States noted that it
would host the joint meeting of the RFMOs in 2011, and that it had been recommended that the working

IATTC-81 Minutes — September 2010 11


http://www.iattc.org/Meetings2010/PDF/Sept/IATTC-81-14-Kobe-process.pdf

group on bycatch meet on that occasion.
15. a. Resolution C-06-05, Trade Measures to Promote Compliance

The United States noted that this resolution had lapsed, and that various proposals had been made, most
recently Proposal B-1 (Appendix 3h) presented at the 80" Meeting of the Commission in June 2009, that
would allow this important measure to once again enter into force.

Several members supported the adoption of this proposal, but Colombia expressed some doubts and
wanted to be sure it was consistent with Colombia’s trade agreements and with World Trade Organization
requirements. El Salvador reminded the meeting that amendments to this resolution had been presented
at previous meetings, principally regarding positive incentives to promote market access for products
caught in a sustainable manner, and that there was still some work to do to find an acceptable proposal.

Without a consensus, the proposal was left pending for future review.
b. Catch certification system

The EU and Japan presented proposals (C-1, Appendix 3i; C-2, Appendix 3j) on catch documentation
systems for species of fish covered by the Antigua Convention.

Various members were sympathetic to the idea, but asked for more time to review it and take a decision,
and also to prepare their industries regarding the measure. Some indicated that care must be taken so that
this measure did not become a non-tariff barrier to trade and to ensure that it was not inconsistent with
any domestic regulations.

Canada suggested that this initiative could be reviewed in the framework of a technical workshop, and
this was supported by some delegations. Japan noted that it was considering holding a technical meeting
of this type on the occasion of the third meeting of the tuna RFMOs.

El Salvador indicated that this proposal, like others, did not appear to take into account the difficulties for
developing States in applying them, mainly due to a lack of adequate resources, and that it was it was not
timely to consider certifying shark catches, for example, when reductions in the budget for investigations
of that resource had been proposed.

The Commission decided to leave this item pending for future consideration.

c. Subsidies relative to trade in fisheries products
Mexico indicated that it would draft a proposal, but this was not presented at the meeting.
16. Amendment of Resolution C-05-07, IUU vessel list

The United States presented proposal A-1-A (Appendix 3k) on the IUU vessel list, indicating that it had
been presented at the previous year’s meeting and had garnered widespread support, and emphasizing that
the proposed changes were necessary for improving the lUU process.

Costa Rica, on behalf of OSPESCA, indicated that it had an alternative proposal (K-1, Appendix 3l), and
asked that the proposals be combined. It was agreed that a small group should meet to do this, but the
issue was not discussed again in the Commission meeting.

17. Size limit for inclusion of vessels in the lUU Vessel List

Mr. Hallman presented Document IATTC-81-17, which explains that currently only longline vessels of
more than 24 meters overall length can be included in the IUU list, and that it had been previously pro-
posed that Resolution C-05-07 be amended to allow more longline vessels involved in IUU fishing to be
included in the list.

The members discussed various measurements of length that could be used for this purpose. In the end, it
was agreed that 20 meters be established as the minimum length for including vessels in the 1UU list.
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However, due to the fact that the meeting ran out of time, a recommendation to implement this was not
approved.

18. Including vessel charter arrangements in official Commission records

Mr. Hallman introduced this item, indicating that there are vessel charter arrangements which can be use-
ful to include in official Commission records, mainly to help avoid problems later on if governments wish
to remove vessels from the IATTC Regional Vessel Register or authorize a flag change. However, the
Secretariat did not have a clear mandate to maintain this type of information or to take it into account in
considering changes to the Regional Register.

The Commission took note of this issue, noting that it is a matter that warrants further discussion, but
there was no objection to including this information in Commission records maintained by the staff.

19. Captain training seminars

Colombia proposed that the national observer programs also carry out the training of captains, and that
reviews or refresher courses could be carried out subsequently at a regional level by the IATTC, and that
this should be clearly specified in the procedures.

Venezuela reminded the meeting that the Mexican and Venezuelan programs had held seminars in the
past, and that there were already procedures for the programs to carry them out, provided qualified staff
ere available.

It was agreed that an informal meeting of the national observer program representatives and IATTC staff
would be beneficial to improving the procedures associated with this matter.

20. Resolutions

The outcomes of the discussions on the various proposals are elaborated in these minutes under the ap-
propriate agenda items.

a. Performance review

The Secretariat introduced this item, indicating that no agreement had been reached on a resolution at
previous meetings. The United States noted that this is a commitment arising from the Kobe meeting in
2007, and that the IATTC was behind other RFMOs in this regard. Mexico indicated that the current
proposal (Appendix 3m) was very similar to the previous one. EIl Salvador and Mexico reiterated the
need to include a trade component and the AIDCP in the evaluation of the IATTC.

Canada strongly supported a resolution to provide for a performance review of the Commission that
should be addressed in an urgent manner. The EU supported Canada and the United States on this, re-
marking that the delay in carrying out the performance review diminished the credibility of the IATTC.

Canada expressed surprise at the interest of some delegations in including the AIDCP in the review, and
suggested that the AIDCP be reviewed separately. The EU noted that it did not oppose including the
AIDCP if that would advance the evaluation of the IATTC.

Mexico and El Salvador expressed their willingness to continue working with interested delegations on
finalizing a resolution relative to a performance review.

It was agreed that a joint proposal should be developed by the interested delegations, but none was pre-
sented to the meeting.

b. Fishing on data buoys

The United States presented a proposal to prohibit fishing on or near data buoys, which it described as a
destructive practice, and noted that this matter had been raised at previous meetings. The meeting agreed
to support this proposal as a recommendation (C-10-03; Appendix 2c) along the lines described in section
4.a. of these minutes.
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c. Limiting longline fishing capacity

The EU presented a proposal to freeze the fishing capacity of the fleet of longline vessels greater than 24
meters in length overall at 2008 levels. China, Korea, and Chinese Taipei did not disagree with the gen-
eral concept of limiting longline fishing capacity, but noted that the current longline catch is low, and that
the capacity and effort of the purse-seine fleets have not been reduced, and it was therefore not appropri-
ate to further limit longline capacity.

The EU presented an alternative proposal (D-1-A; Appendix 3n), which required only that the IATTC
maintain an updated list of active longline vessels of more than 22 meters length overall that are actually
fishing in the EPO. Several delegations requested more time to study this proposal, noting that it should
not limit the development of longline fisheries by developing countries. In the end, the proposal did not
have the support necessary for approval.

21. Election of Chairs of Working Groups

This item was not discussed due to lack of time, so there was no decision to replace any of the current
chairs, who remain as follows:

Working group Current Chair

Bycatch Luis Fleischer (Mexico)
Capacity Arnulfo Franco (Panama)
Compliance David Hogan (United States)
Financing Brad Wiley (United States)
Fishing by non-Parties Roberto Cesari (EU)

22. Other business
a. Changes in closure periods due to force majeure
This item was not addressed due to lack of time.
b. Matters related to Resolution C-02-03 on fleet capacity

Peru reminded the meeting that it had been claiming the right to 14,046 cubic meters (m?) of well volume
for its purse-seine fleet reflected in the footnote to Resolution C-02-03, and asked that it be granted 5,000
m? for its flag vessels.

Colombia observed that it had circulated a note in June 2010, expressing its view that Resolution C-02-03
has not been followed and that there was no transparency in the management of capacity in terms of ves-
sel movements in the Regional Register. It asked that the working group on capacity meet to review is-
sues related to the resolution.

Dr. Compean clarified that the staff consistently provides full information to all members on movements
of all purse-seine vessels in the Regional Register, so there is total transparency in the management of
capacity.

Costa Rica expressed support for review of proposals that would improve the operation of the resolution,
but advised that it would not accept changes in the text of the resolution. It also noted that the capacity
allocated to it by the resolution had been utilized by means of arrangements with Panama which were not
definitive vessel transfers.

The United States asked whether it would be possible or appropriate for the Commission to satisfy all the
requests for additional capacity. The United States would report later on changes in its national register,
and noted that it was asking the IATTC staff to analyze a system of total allowable catches (TACs) to
manage the fishery (Appendix 5d), which might reduce the necessity for strict capacity limitations.

Guatemala made a statement regarding the attempt to deprive its fleet of 3,762 m® of capacity (Appendix
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4a). Venezuela reminded the meeting that it had a claim of 5,473 m?, and requested an updated report on
the movements of all purse-seine vessels.

The EU noted that Resolution C-02-03 could not be regarded as an instrument that had frozen capacity,
since the current level of capacity was above the recommended level. The EU also stated that the region-
al capacity plan should be implemented, particularly with regard to reducing excess fishing capacity.

Japan supported Dr. Compean’s statement, pointing out that the IATTC has managed the issue of capacity
of the purse-seine fleet much better than other RFMOs. However, it is disappointing that the purse seine
capacity in the region has not been reduced. He expressed concern about arrangements for ‘lending’ ca-
pacity, since they could increase fishing capacity, and asked that this matter be discussed further if there
is another meeting of the capacity working group.

Panama clarified that the arrangements with Costa Rica for lending capacity have been carried out in ac-
cordance with established procedures and Resolution C-02-03.

Finally it was agreed that the working group on capacity would meet before the next annual meeting of
the IATTC, and would provide an opportunity for discussion of the various requests or claims for capaci-
ty, the regional plan, and other relevant matters. Costa Rica offered to host this meeting, and it was
agreed that the dates and venue would be established via correspondence through the Secretariat.

c. Shark finning

Belize, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Nicaragua, El Salvador, and Panama circulated proposal L-1 (Appendix
30), which seeks to strengthen Resolution C-05-03 on sharks; however, there was no time to discuss it.

d. Election of the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Commission

The United States and the EU presented a joint proposal (M-1-A; Appendix 3p) for electing the Chair and
Vice-Chair of the Commission, to apply as of the next meeting of the Commission. After some discus-
sion, the meeting agreed to to follow the procedures contained in this proposal.

e. Case of a Guatemalan vessel

Guatemala reported that it would present the case regarding the appropriate closure period for one of its
flag vessels by correspondence, given the lack of time for discussing it during the present meeting.

f.  Statement by China

China delivered to the Secretariat a statement about its participation as a member of the IATTC, which
could not be read due to lack of time (Appendix 4b).

g. Statement by Colombia on capacity

Colombia delivered to the Secretariat a statement on the subject of capacity, which could not be read due
to lack of time (Appendix 4c).

23. Place and date of next meeting

It was agreed that the next meeting of the Commission would be held in June 2011. Belize offered to host
the meeting, and Ecuador proposed itself as an alternative venue. There was some discussion about the
possibility of holding the meeting in La Jolla immediately prior to the third joint meeing of the tuna
RFMOs (Kobe 3), in order to facilitate greater participation of IATTC members in the latter meeting.

24. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 9:22 p.m. on 1 October 2010.
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Appendix 1.

ATTENDEES - ASISTENTES

BELIZE -BELICE

James Azueta
Belize Fisheries Department
jamesazueta_bz@yahoo.com
Valerie Lanza

IMMARBE/International Merchant Marine Registry of Belize

valerie@immarbe.com

Abilio Dominguez
IMMARBE/International Merchant Marine Registry of Belize
abilio@immarbe.com

CANADA - CANADA

Sylvie Lapointe

Fisheries and Oceans Canada
sylvie.lapointe@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
Lauren Donihee

Fisheries and Oceans Canada
lauren.donihee@dfo-mpo.gc.ca
Loyola Sullivan

Fisheries and Oceans Canada
loyola.sullivan@international.gc.ca

Catherine Boucher

Department of Foreign Affairs and International Trade
catherine.boucher@international.gc.ca

Larry Teague

British Columbia Tuna Fishermen's Association (BCTFA)
betfa@shaw.ca

Linda Teague

British Columbia Tuna Fishermen's Association (BCTFA)
bctfa@shaw.ca

CHINA

Liling Zhao

Ministry of Agriculture
bofdwf@agri.gov.cn

Jie Chang

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
chang_jie@mfa.gov.cn

Fan Yang

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
yang_fan2@mfa.gov.cn
Gang Zhao

Ministry of Agriculture

admin@tuna.org.cn

COLOMBIA

Juan Mejia

Embajada de Colombia en Guatemala
eguatemala@cancilleria.gov.co

Carlos Robles*

Ministerio de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural
carlos.robles@minagricultura.gov.co

José Ramos*

Ministerio de Comercio, Industria y Turismo
aramos@mincomercio.gov.co

Martha De La Pava

Instituto Colombiano de Desarrollo Rural/INCODER
mdelapava@incoder.gov.co

Sebastian Larrafiaga

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
sebastian.larranaga@cancilleria.gov.co

Vladimir Puentes

Ministerio de Ambiente, Vivienda y Desarrollo Territorial
vpuentes@minambiente.gov.co

Alvaro F. Bustamante

ATUNEC S. A. /Asociacién de Atuneros de Ecuador
alvaro.jr@atunec.com.co

Diego Canelos

Seatech International, Inc.

dcanelos@seatechint.net

Armando Hernandez

Programa Nacional de Observadores de Colombia
dirpescalimpia@cable.net.co

Alejandro Londofio

ANDI/Asociacion Nacional de Empresarios de Colombia
alondono@andi.com.co

Alvaro Navarro

ATUNEC/Asociacién de Atuneros de Ecuador
alvaro.navarro@atunec.com.co

Luis Paredes

Seatech International, Inc.

paredeslr@]lexpraxis.com

COSTA RICA

Xinia Chaves

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia
sunii@mag.co.cr

Luis Dobles*

INCOPESCA/Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y Acuicultura
ludora@ice.co.cr

Bernal Chavarria*

Ministerio de Agricultura
bchavarria@bcvabogados.com
Asdribal Vasquez*

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia

José Carvajal

INCOPESCAV/Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y Acuicultura
carva77@gmail.com

Jaime Bajadre

Maritima Pesquera, S. A.

jamarit@racsa.co.cr

Herbert Nanne

Delagacion de Costa Rica

hnanne20@yahoo.com
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vazquezal@ice.co.cr

ECUADOR

Luis Arriaga*

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca
luis.arriaga@pesca.gov.ec

Luis Torres*

Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros
luis.torres@pesca.gov.ec

Luis Garcia

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
legarcia@ecutel.net

Rafael Trujillo

Céamara Nacional de Pesqueria
direjec@camaradepesqueria.com
Luigi Benincasa
ATUNEC/Asociacion de Atuneros del Ecuador
luigibenincasa@gmail.com

Eliana BarchiGian

Pesquera Jadran S.A
jadran@gqu.pro.ec

lvo Cuka Auad

Pesquera Betty C
ivocukajr@marbeliza.com

Angel Diaz

IBEROPESCA
adiaz@iberopesca.com

Pablo Garcia

SERVIGRUP S.A.
secretaria@camaradepesgueria.com

Carlos GOmez

Legalsa

cgomez@ecutel.net

Bruno Leone

SERVIGRUP S.A.
brunol@servigrup.com.ec
Bruno Leone Jr.
SERVIGRUP S.A.
brunoeleone@servigrup.com.ec
Francisco Leone
SERVIGRUP S.A
secretaria@camaradepesgueria.com
Abel Paladines

Delipesca S.A.
paladineshnos@aiisat.net
Sandro Perotti

Transmarina C.A.
gperotti@transmarina.com
Carlos Cevallos
EMPROPESCA S.A.
cevallos.c@gmail.com
Gabriela Villar

Pesquera Ugavi S.A.
gabriela.villar@ugavi.com
Jimmy Villavicencio
Villavicencio & Asociados
jvillavicencio@villavicencioyasociados.ec

EL SALVADOR

Sonia Salaverria*

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia - CENDEPESCA
sonia.salaverria@mag.gob.sv

Manuel Calvo*

CALVO Pesca - Grupo Calvo

mane.calvo@calvo.es

Raul Aguilar

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia - CENDEPESCA
raguilar@mag.gob.sv

Elsy Sorto

Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia - CENDEPESCA
elsy.sorto@mag.gob.sv

Miguel Pefialva

CALVO Pesca - Grupo Calvo
miguel.penalva@grupocalvo.com.sv

Carlos Sanchez

CALVO Pesca - Grupo Calvo

carlos.sanchez@calvo.es

EUROPEAN UNION - UNION EUROPEA

Roberto Cesari*

European Commission

roberto.cesari@ec.europa.eu

Marco D’ Ambrosio*

European Commission
marco.dambrosio@ec.europa.eu

Mercedes Alonso

Ministerio de Medio Ambiente y Medio Rural y Marino
mvalverd@mapya.es

Santiago Neches

Ministerio de Medio Ambiente, Medio Rural y Marino
neches@mapausa.org

Javier Ariz

Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia
javier.ariz@ca.ieo.es

Estanislao Garavilla

Conservas Isabel S.A
estanis@isabel.net

Juan Monteagudo

OPAGAC

opagac@arrakis.es

FRANCE - FRANCIA

Jonathan Lemeunier*
Ministere de | * agriculture et de la peche
jonathan.lemeunieer@agriculture.gouv.fr

Bruno Peaucellier
French Polynesia Government
bruno.peaucellier@presidence.pf
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Jorge Girén*

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
jgiron@maga.gob.gt

Hugo Alsina*

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
hugo@alsina-et-al.org

Bryslie Cifuentes*

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
brysliec@hotmail.com

Estrella Marroquin*

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
estrellamarroquin@hotmail.com

Jassmine Andaraus

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
unipesca04@yahoo.com.mx

Francisca Barrera

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
licdabarrera@yahoo.com

Juan Campollo

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
unipesca04@yahoo.com.mx

Dennis Dieguez

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
dennisgiegquez@homail.com

Henry Hernandez

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
unipesca04@yahoo.com.mx

Juan Hernéandez

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
unipesca04@yahoo.com.mx

Luis Lopez

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
luis.paredes@gmail.com

Rubén Lopez

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
rubenlopezbran@yahoo.com

Carlos Mas

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
carlos.mas@yahoo.com

GUATEMALA

Ivo Orellana

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
ivoorellana@gmail.com

Javier Quintanilla

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
despachosuperiormaga@gmail.com

Jorge Ruano

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
biojorge@yahoo.com

Heidy Xalin

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacion
hxalin@yahoo.com

Nery Bojorquez

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
nbojorquez@minex.qgob.gt

Shirley Castillo

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
scastillo@minex.gob.gt

Byron Morales

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
bmorales@minex.gob.gt

lleana Polanco

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
ipolanco@minex.gob.gt

Alejandro Barrueco

Pesquera Del Indopacifico
indo.pacifico.1@gmail.com

Bernardo Fernandez

Fextun

indo.pacifico.1@gamil.com

Vasco Franco

Pesquera Reina de la Paz
vascofrancoduran@yahoo.com

Guillermo Rodriguez

Rianxeira América, S.A

mahuad51@gmail.com

Odilo Romero

Rianxeira America, S.A.

moromero@jealsa.com

JAPAN - JAPO N

Shingo Ota*

Fisheries Agency of Japan
shingo_oota@nm.maff.go.jp
Takaaki Suzuki

Fisheries Agency of Japan
takaaki_suzuki@nm.maff.go.jp
Haruo Tominaga

Fisheries Agency of Japan
haruo_tominaga@nm.maff.go.jp

Hiroaki Okamoto

National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries
okamoto@affrc.go.jp

Hisao Masuko

Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association
masuko@japantuna.or.jp

KOREA - COREA

Sungsu Kim

Ministry for Food, Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
mr.sungsukim@gmail.com

Ju Young Jang

Korea Embassy in Guatemala
korembasy@mofat.go.kr

Sangjung Nam

Korea Embassy in Guatemala
korembasy@mofat.go.kr

Kyu Jin Seok
National Fisheries Research and Development Institute
pisces@nfrdi.go.kr

llkang Na

Korea Overseas Fisheries Association
ikna@kosfa.org

Chu Jeong Il

Sajo Industries Co., Ltd.

mata@sajo.co.kr
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Do Hae Ahn
National Fisheries Research & Development Institute

dhan@nfrdi.go.kr

MEXICO - MEXICO

Mario Aguilar*

Comisién Nacional de Acuicultura y Pesca
mariogaguilars@aol.com

Ramén Corral*

Comision Nacional de Acuicultura y Pesca
rcorrala@conapesca.sagarpa.gob.mx
Michel Dreyfus*

Instituto Nacional de la Pesca
dreyfus@cicese.mx

Luis Fleischer*

Instituto Nacional de la Pesca
Ifleischer21@yahoo.com

Fernando Zuloaga

Embajada de México en Guatemala
fzuloaga@gmail.com

Ana Luisa Vallejo

Embajada de México en Guatemala
alvallejo@sre.gob.mx

Danilo Rosales*

Instituto Nacional de Pesca y Acuicultura (INPESCA)
drosales@inpesca.gob.ni

Armando Segura*

Céamara de la Pesca de Nicaragua
capenic@ibw.com.ni

Julio Guevara*

INATUN

juliocgg@gmail.com

Kenneth Smith

Secretaria de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Desarrollo Rural
ksmith@sagarpa.gob.mx

José Carranza

Pesca Azteca, S.A. de C.V.
jcarranza@pinsa.com

Sara Carranza

Pesca Azteca, S.A. de C.V.
jcarranza@pinsa.com

Ernesto Escobar

Pesca Azteca, S.A. de C.V.
eescobar@pescaazteca.com

Antonio Guerra

Grupo Maritimo Industrial S.A. de C.V
aguerra@grupomar.com

Evaristo Villa

Herdez del Fuerte
evm@herdezdelfuerte.com

NICARAGUA

Miguel Marenco
NICATUN
seawolf@turbonett.com.ni
Victor De La Iglesia
Grupo Suevia
victor@gruposuevia.com

PANAMA - PANAMA

Giovanni Lauri*

ARAP/Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
lauri@arap.gob.pa

Maricel Morales*

ARAP/Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama

mmorales@arap.gob.pa

Orlando Bernal*

ARAP/Autoridad de los Recursos Acuaticos de Panama

obernal@arap.gob.pa

Arnulfo Franco

FIPESCA

arnulfol.franco@gmail.com

Maria Talledo*

Ministerio de la Produccion
mtalledo@produce.gob.pe
Gladys Cardenas*

Instituto del Mar del Peru
gcardenas@imarpe.gob.pe
Adriana Giudice

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
agiudice@austral.com.pe
Richard Inurritegui

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@terra.com.pe

Harold Cooklin

Tri Marine International
hcooklin@trimarinegroup.com
Victor De la Iglesia

Grupo Suevia
victor@gruposuevia.com
Panagiotis Lymberopulos
Procesadora Marpesca, S.A.
panol@marpesca.com

Carlos Rodriguez

Tri Marine International
crodriguez@trimarinegroup.com

PERU - PERU

Eduardo Carcovich

AXSA Servicios Generales
e_carcovich@speedy.com.pe
Nicolas Carcovich

Dolmar Representaciones SAC
ncarcovich@dolmaragencias.com
Claudia Ledn

Pez de Exportacion S.A.C.
cmlir@terra.com.pe

José Moreno

Sima - Per0 Shipyard
amoreno@sima.com.pe
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José Sarmiento
Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria
snpnet@terra.com.pe

Aldo Olcese
Sima - Per( Shipyard
aolcese@sima.com.pe

CHINESE TAIPEI - TAIPEI CHINO

Hong-Yen Huang*
Fisheries Agency
hangyen@ms1.fa.gov.tw
Chung-Hai Kwoh*
Fisheries Agency
chunghai@fa.gov.tw
Chien-Nan Lin

Fisheries Agency
chiennan@ms1.fa.gov.tw
Yi-Chi Huang

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
ychuang@mofa.gov.tw
Shyue-Min Hwang
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
smhwang@mofa.gov.tw
Peter Hung-Wei Ting
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
hwting@mafa.gov.tw

Shih-Chieh Ho

Taiwan Tuna Association
martin@tuna.org.tw

Yu-Chih Lin

Taiwan Tuna Association
martin@tuna.org.tw

Wei-Yang Liu

Overseas Fisheries Development Council
weiyang@ofdc.org.tw
Shih-Hsien Chen

Ying Jen Fishery
yingjenfishery505@hotmail.com
Henry Yang

Ying Jen Fishery
yingjenfishery505@hotmail.com

UNITED STATE OF AMERICA - ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMERICA

Rodney Mclnnis*

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
rod.mcinnis@noaa.gov

Malcolm Stockwell*

U.S. Commissioner
edstockwell@insightbb.com

William Fox*

World Wildlife Fund

Bill.fox@wwfus.org

Donald Hansen*

Sportfishing Association of California
don@danawharfsportfishing.com

Keith Benes

US Department of State
beneskj@state.qov

David Hogan

U.S. Department of State
hogandf@state.gov

Randall Robinson

U.S. Department of State
robinsonr2@state.gov

Judson Feder

NOAA - Office of General Counsel Southwest
judson.feder@noaa.gov

Derek Campbell

NOAA-Office of General Counsel for International Law
derek.campbell@noaa.gov

Rini Ghosh

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
rini.ghosh@noaa.gov

Heidi Hermsmeyer

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
heidi.hermsmeyer@noaa.gov

Laurent Parenté*
Vanuatu IATTC Commissioner

Kristen Koch

NOAA Fisheries-Southwest Fisheries Science Center
kristen.c.koch@noaa.gov

Jeremy Rusin

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
jeremy.rusin@noaa.gov

Brad Wiley

NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
brad.wiley@noaa.gov

Christopher Dahl

Pacific Fishery Management Council
Kit.dahl@noaa.gov

Randi Thomas

National Fisheries Institute / USTF
rthomas@nfi.org

Svein Fougner

Hawaii Longline Association
sveinfougner@cox.net

Andrés Sanchez

Bumble Bee Foods, LLC
andres.sanchez@bumblebee.com
William Sardinha

Sardinha & Cileu Management
bill@sardinhacileu.sdcoxmail.com

John Zuanich

Star Kist Company
john_zuanich@starkist.com

VANUATU

Ibon Gamecho
M/N Mirelur
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laurentparente-vanuatu-imo@hotmail.com
Christophe Emelee*

Vanuatu Government Agen
tunafishing@vanuatu.com.vu

Laurent Dezamy

Vanuatu Government
tunafishing@vanuatu.com.vu

igamecho@tdla.com.pa
Maria Gamecho

tM/N Mirelur
mlgamecho@tdla.com.pa

VENEZUELA

Alvin Delgado*
FUNDATUN
adelgadopnov@cantv.net

Lillo Maniscalchi
AVATUN/Asociacion Venezolana de Armadores Atunero
lillomaniscalchi@yahoo.com

OBSERVERS - OBSERVADORES

REPUBLIC OF KIRIBATI

Kintoba Teaero
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources Development
kintobat@mfmrd.gov.ki

Aketa Taanga
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources Development
aketatanga@gmail.com

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS - ORGANIZACIONES INTERNACIONALES

Marco Favero

Agreement on the Conservation of Albatrosses and Petrels
marco.favero@acap.aq

Ricardo Meneses

Corredor Marino del Pacifico Este Tropical
ricardo.meneses@sinac.go.cr
Jean-Francois Pulvenis

FAO

JeanFrancois.Pulvenis@fao.org

Sean Martineau

Great Lakes Fishery Commission
sean@gflc.or:

NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS - ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES

Mario Gonzalez

OSPESCA

mgonzalez@sica.int

Claudia Ruiz

OSPESCA

cruiz@oirsa.org.qgt

Robin Allen

South Pacific Regional Fisheries Management Organisation
robin.allen@southpacificrfmo.org

Peter Flournoy

American Fishermen's Research Foundation
phf@international-law-offices.com

Esteban Frere

BirdLife International

estebanfrere@yahoo.com.ar

Francisco Chalén

Conservation International
x.chalen@conservation.org

Rebecca Regnery

Humane Society International The Billfish Foundation
rregnery@hsus.org drrsnnc@aol.com

Susan Jackson

International Seafood Sustainability Foundation (ISSF)
sjackson@iss-foundation.org

Maximiliano Bello

Pew Environment Group

info@maxbello.com

Virginia Gascon

Pew Environment Group
virginia.antartica@gmail.com
Jill Hepp

Pew Environment Group
jhepp@pewtrusts.org
Amanda Nickson

Pew Environment Group
amanda.nickson@gmail.com
Russell Nelson

Cristobel (Kitty) Block
The Humane Society of the U.S

kblock@hsus.org

OTHER OBSERVERS — OTROS OBSERVADORES

Joseph Gligo
Tri Marine International
jgligo@trimarinegroup.com

Mark McAuliffe
Pesquera Jorge de Nicaragua,
markdmcauliffe@hotmail.com

SECRETARIAT - SECRETARIA

Guillermo Compeén, Director
gcompean@iattc.org

Brian Hallman
bhallman@iattc.or
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Ernesto Altamirano Teresa Musano

ealtamirano@iattc.org tmusano@iattc.org
Ricardo Belmontes Nora Roa-Wade
rbelmontes@iattc.org nwade@iattc.org
Rick Deriso Cynthia Sacco
rderiso@iattc.org csacco@iattc.org
Mobnica Galvan Nick Webb
mgalvan@iattc.org nwebb@iattc.org
Martin Hall

mhall@iattc.org

Appendix 2a.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°T MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

RECOMMENDATION C-10-01

RECOMMENDATION ON A MULTIANNUAL PROGRAM FOR THE
CONSERVATION OF TUNA IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN IN
2011-2013

The governments of Belize, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, the European Union,
France, Guatemala, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Chinese Taipei,
the United States of America, Vanuatu, and Venezuela (“the governments™), all members of the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Aware that the IATTC is responsible for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like species in its Con-
vention Area and for formulating recommendations to its members and cooperating hon-members with
regard to these resources;

Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is excessive;

Aware that the capacity of the purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) con-
tinues to increase,

Taking into account the best scientific information available, reflected in the IATTC staff’s recommen-
dations, and the precautionary approach;

Recognizing the importance of conservation measures taken by the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC) for the tuna stocks in that region and the stocks of highly migratory tunas in the
Pacific Ocean;

Agree to apply in the EPO the conservation and management measures for yellowfin and bigeye tuna set
out below, and request that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of their respective flag
vessels relative to this commitment, and report on such activities at the next meeting of the IATTC;

1. These measures are applicable in the years 2011-2013 to all their purse-seine vessels of IATTC ca-
pacity classes 4 to 6 (more than 182 metric tons carrying capacity), and to all their longline vessels
over 24 meters length overall, that fish for yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack tunas in the eastern Pacific
Ocean (EPO).
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Pole-and-line, troll, and sportfishing vessels, and purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 1-3
(less than 182 metric tons carrying capacity) are not subject to these measures.

All purse-seine vessels covered by these measures must stop fishing in the EPO for a period of 62
days in 2011, 62 days in 2012, and 62 days in 2013. These closures shall be effected in one of two
periods in each year as follows:

2011 — 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2012.
2012 — 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2013.
2013 — 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2014.

Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 3, purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity class 4 (be-
tween 182 and 272 metric tons carrying capacity) will be able to make only one single fishing trip of
up to 30 days duration during the specified closure periods, provided that any such vessel carries an
observer of the On-Board Observer Program of the Agreement on the International Dolphin
Conservation Program (AIDCP).

The fishery for yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack tuna by purse-seine vessels within the area of 96° and
110°W and between 4°N and 3°S illustrated in Figure 1 shall be closed from 0000 hours on 29 Sep-
tember to 2400 hours on 29 October.
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Figure 1. Closure area

a. In each one of the years in which these measures are applicable, and for each one of the two clo-
sure periods, each government shall notify the Director, by 15 July, the names of all the purse-
seine vessels that will observe each closure period,;

b. Every vessel that fishes during 2011-2013, regardless of the flag under which it operates or
whether it changes flag or the jurisdiction of the government under which it fishes during the
year, must observe the closure period to which it was committed.

Each government shall, for purse-seine fisheries:

a. Before the date of entry into force of the closure, take the legal and administrative measures nec-
essary to implement the closure;

b. Inform all interested parties in its national tuna industry of the closure;
c. Inform the Director that these steps have been taken;

d. Ensure that at the time a closure period begins, and for the entire duration of that period, all the
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

purse-seine vessels fishing for yellowfin, bigeye, or skipjack tunas that are committed to observ-
ing that closure period and that fly its flag, or operate under its jurisdiction, in the EPO are in
port, except that vessels carrying an observer from the AIDCP On-Board Observer Program may
remain at sea, provided they do not fish in the EPO. The only other exception to this provision
shall be that vessels carrying an observer from the AIDCP On-Board Observer Program may
leave port during the closure, provided they do not fish in the EPO.

China, Japan, Korea, and Chinese Taipei undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye
tuna by their longline vessels in the EPO during 2011-2013 do not exceed the following levels:

Metric tons 2011-2013
China 2,507
Japan 32,372
Korea 11,947
Chinese Taipei 7,555

For 2012 and 2013, the total annual longline catches of bigeye tuna in the EPO shall be adjusted ap-
propriately based on any conservation measures that may be adopted for purse-seine vessels in those
years, as ratified or adjusted in accordance with paragraph 18.

All other governments undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye tuna by their long-
line vessels in the EPO during 2011-2013 do not exceed the greater of 500 metric tons or their respec-
tive catches of bigeye tuna in 2001™% Governments whose annual catches have exceeded 500 metric
tons shall provide monthly catch reports to the Director. For 2012 and 2013, the limits in this para-
graph shall remain in effect if the conservation measures for purse-seine vessels are maintained, as
ratified or adjusted in accordance with paragraph 18.

Landings and transshipments of tuna or tuna products that have been positively identified as originat-
ing from fishing activities that contravene these measures are prohibited. The Director is requested to
provide relevant information to IATTC members to assist them in this regard.

Each government shall notify the Director, by 15 July of each year, of national actions taken to im-
plement these measures, including any controls it has imposed on its fleets and any monitoring, con-
trol, and compliance measures it has established to ensure compliance with such controls.

In order to evaluate progress towards the objectives of these measures, in 2012 and 2013 the IATTC
scientific staff will analyze the effects on the stocks of the implementation of these measures, and
previous conservation and management measures, and will propose, if necessary, appropriate
measures to be applied in future years.

The Director is requested to develop, in consultation with interested governments, a pilot program for
research into, and gathering information on, the FADs used to aggregate tunas in the EPO. The pro-
gram shall include, inter alia, provisions for the marking of FADs, maintaining a record of the num-
bers of FADs on board each vessel at the beginning and end of each fishing trip, and recording the
date, time, and position of deployment of each FAD. The Director is requested to report on the status
of this effort at the next annual meeting of the IATTC. The information collected shall be held by the
IATTC staff.

Subject to the availability of the necessary funding, the Director is requested to continue the experi-

! The governments acknowledge that France, as a coastal State, is developing a tuna longline fleet on behalf of its
overseas territories situated in the EPO.

% The governments acknowledge that Peru, as a coastal State, will develop a tuna longline fleet, which will operate
in strict compliance with the rules and provisions of the IATTC and in accordance with the resolutions of the
Commission.
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17.

18.

ments with sorting grids for juvenile tunas and other species of non-target fish in the purse-seine nets
of vessels that fish on FADs and on unassociated schools, by developing an experimental protocol,
including parameters for the materials to be used for the sorting grids, and the methods for their con-
struction, installation, and deployment. The Director shall also specify the methods and format for
the collection of scientific data to be used for analysis of the performance of the sorting grids. The
foregoing is without prejudice to each government carrying out its own experimental programs with
sorting grids and presenting its results to the Director.

For 2011, renew the program to require all purse-seine vessels to first retain on board and then land
all bigeye, skipjack, and yellowfin tuna caught, except fish considered unfit for human consumption
for reasons other than size. A single exception shall be the final set of a trip, when there may be
insufficient well space remaining to accommodate all the tuna caught in that set. At its annual
meeting in 2011, the IATTC will review the results of the program, including compliance, and decide
whether to continue it.

The IATTC should continue efforts to promote compatibility between the conservation and manage-
ment measures adopted by IATTC and WCPFC in their goals and effectiveness, especially in the
overlap area, including by frequent consultations with the WCPFC, in order to maintain, and inform
their respective members of, a thorough understanding of conservation and management measures di-
rected at bigeye, yellowfin, and other tunas, and the scientific bases and effectiveness of those
measures.

a. In 2011 the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock
assessments and, depending on the conclusions reached by the scientific staff of the IATTC, the
duration of the closure for 2012 shall be ratified or adjusted;

b. In 2012 the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock
assessments and, depending on the conclusions reached by the scientific staff of the IATTC, the
duration of the closure for 2013 shall be ratified or adjusted.
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Appendix 2b.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

RECOMMENDATION C-10-02

RECOMMENDATION TO MITIGATE THE IMPACT ON SEABIRDS OF
FISHING FOR SPECIES COVERED BY THE IATTC

The governments of Belize, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, the European Union,
France, Guatemala, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Chinese Taipei,
the United States of America, Vanuatu, and Venezuela (*the governments’), all members of the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recognizing that some threatened and endangered seabird populations are found in the eastern Pacific
Ocean (EPO);

Understanding that bycatches of seabirds are known to occur in the longline fisheries operating in some
areas of the EPO;

Noting that the Antigua Convention calls for the adoption of conservation and management measures and
for the recommendations for species belonging to the same ecosystem and that are affected by fishing for
the fish stocks;

Reaffirming the importance of implementing the FAO International Plan of Action for Reducing the
Incidental Catch of Seabirds in Longline Fisheries (“IPOA-Seabirds™);

Recalling that tuna Regional Fisheries Management Organizations responsible for other ocean areas have
adopted measures to mitigate the accidental bycatch of seabirds in longline fisheries;

Believing that fisheries observer programs can greatly increase the understanding of the extent of
interactions between seabirds and fisheries, and the evaluation of how seabird bycatch mitigation
measures can be most effectively applied;

Taking account of the work of the IATTC, including the IATTC Technical Meeting on Seabirds held on
11 May 2009, that has showed that combining different mitigation measures is more effective than using
a single measure in reducing bycatch of seabirds;

Noting that scientific research into mitigation of seabird bycatch in longline fisheries has shown that the
effectiveness of measures depends on the type of vessel, the season, and the species of seabirds present;
and

Noting that effective mitigation measures can reduce the loss of bait and therefore increase catches;

Agree to apply in the EPO the following measures to mitigate the impact on seabirds of fishing for
species covered by the IATTC;

1. The governments shall report to the IATTC on their implementation of the IPOA-Seabirds, including,
as appropriate, the status of their National Plans of Action for reducing incidental catches of seabirds
in longline fisheries.
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10.

The governments shall require their longline vessels® that fish for species covered by the IATTC in
the EPO north of 23°N (except in Mexican jurisdictional waters) and south of 30°S, plus the area
bounded by the coastline at 2°N, west to 2°N-95°W, south to 15°S-95°W, east to 15°S-85°W, and
south to 30°S (see Annex 1) to use at least two of the mitigation measures in Table 1, including at
least one from Column A. Vessels shall not use the same measure from Column A and Column B.

Table 1: Mitigation measures

Column A Column B
Side-setting with bird curtains and weighted branch lines | Tori line
Night setting with minimum deck lighting Weighted branch lines
Tori line Blue-dyed bait
Weighted branch lines Deep-setting line shooter
Underwater setting chute
Management of offal discharge

Members and cooperating non-members of the IATTC with longline vessels fishing in the EPO other
than the area mentioned in paragraph 2 above, are encouraged to voluntarily employ at least one of
the mitigation measures included in Table 1.

Minimum technical standards for measures are shown in Annex 2, subject to possible modifications
based on research and evaluations mentioned in paragraphs 6 and 11.

The governments shall inform the IATTC, by 1 September 2011, and annually thereafter, of the
mitigation measures that their flag vessels plan to employ in the implementation of this
recommendation.

Members and cooperating non-members of the IATTC are encouraged to work, jointly and
individually, to undertake research, especially on specifications for weighted branch lines, to further
develop and refine methods for mitigating seabird bycatch, including measures for use during the
process of hauling in longlines, and shall submit to the IATTC any information derived from such
efforts. Preferably, research should be undertaken in the fisheries and areas in which the measures
will be used.

The governments shall provide annually to the IATTC any available information regarding
interactions with seabirds involving their flag vessels in the fishery, including bycatches of seabirds
and details of seabird species and all relevant information available from observer or other monitoring
programs.

Members and cooperating non-members of the IATTC are encouraged to establish national programs
to place observers aboard longline vessels flying their flags or fishing in their waters, for the purpose
of, inter alia, gathering information on the interactions of seabirds with the longline fisheries.

Members and cooperating non-members of the IATTC are encouraged to adopt measures aimed at
ensuring that seabirds captured alive during longline fishing operations are released alive and in the
best condition possible, and that, whenever possible, hooks are removed without jeopardizing the life
of the seabird.

The governments shall begin implementation of this recommendation no later than 1 September 2011
for their longline vessels equal to or greater than 24 meters in length overall, and no later than 1
September 2012 for their longline vessels less than 24 meters in length overall. The technical
specifications for measures most suitable for use by vessels less than 24 meters in length overall shall
be considered by the Working Group on Bycatch, the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC), and the

% Vessels propelled by outboard motors are not subject to this recommendation
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12.

IATTC scientific staff.

The effectiveness of this recommendation to reduce seabird bycatch in the EPO, including the
mitigation measures in Table 1, the area of application, and the minimum technical specifications
adopted pursuant to this recommendation, shall be subject to review and possible modification, taking
into account the scientific advice from the Working Group on Bycatch, the SAC, and the IATTC
scientific staff..

The Working Group on Bycatch, and the SAC will also consider the need to extend this

recommendation to other fleets operating in the EPO.
13. This recommendation replaces IATTC Resolution C-05-01.

Annex 1
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Annex 2
Specifications for Column A mitigation measures

l.a. Tori lines
i. Minimum length: 100 m

ii. Must be attached to the vessel such that it is suspended from a point a minimum of 5 m above
the water at the stern on the windward side of the point where the hookline enters the water.

iii. Must be attached so that the aerial extent is maintained over the sinking baited hooks.

iv. Streamers must be less than 5m apart, be using swivels and long enough so that they are as
close to the water as possible.

v. If the tori line is less than 150 m in length, must have a towed object attached to the end so that
the aerial extent is maintained over the sinking baited hooks.

vi. If two (i.e. paired) tori lines are used, the two lines must be deployed on opposing sides of the
main line.

1.b. Tori line (light streamer)
i. Minimum length of tori line: 100 m or three times the total length of the vessel.

ii. Must be attached to the vessel such that it is suspended from a point a minimum of 5 m above
the water at the stern on the windward side of a point where the hookline enters the water.

iii. Must be attached so that the aerial extent is maintained over the sinking baited hooks.

iv. Streamers must be less than 1m apart and be 30 cm in minimum length.

v. If two (i.e. paired) tori lines are used, the two lines must be deployed on opposing sides of the
main line.

2. Side setting with bird curtain and weighted branch lines
i. Mainline deployed from port or starboard side as far from stern as practicable (at least 1 m), and
if mainline shooter is used, must be mounted at least 1m forward of the stern.
ii. When seabirds are present the gear must ensure mainline is deployed slack so that baited hooks
remain submerged.
iii. Bird curtain must be employed:

e Pole aft of line shooter at least 3 m long;

e Minimum of 3 main streamers attached to upper 2 m of pole;

e Main streamer diameter minimum 20 mm;

e Branch streamers attached to end of each main streamer long enough to drag on water
(no wind) — minimum diameter 10 mm.

3. Night setting
i. No setting between local sunrise and one hour after local sunset.
ii. Deck lighting to be kept to a minimum, noting requirements for safety and navigation.

4. Weighted branch lines
i. Following minimum weight specifications are required:
ii. Minimum weights attached to all branch lines is 45 g, with the following options:

e less than 60 g weight attached to within 1 m of the hook; or
e greater than 60 g and less than 98 g weight attached to within 3.5 ms of the hook; or
e greater than 98 g weight attached to within 4 m of the hook.

Specifications for Column B mitigation measures

1. Weighted branch lines
i. Following minimum weight specifications are required:
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ii. Minimum weights attached to all branch lines is 45 g, with the following options:
e less than 60 g weight attached to within 1 m of the hook; or
e greater than 60 g and less than 98 g weight attached to within 3.5 m of the hook; or
e greater than 98 g weight attached to within 4 m of the hook.

2. Blue dyed bait
i. The IATTC Secretariat shall distribute a standardized color placard.
ii. All bait must be dyed to the shade shown in the placard.

3. Management of offal discharge
i. Either:
¢ No offal discharge during setting or hauling; or
o Strategic offal discharge from the opposite side of the boat to setting/hauling to actively en-
courage birds away from baited hooks.

Appendix 2c.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

815" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

RECOMMENDATION C-10-03
RECOMMENDATION PROHIBITING FISHING ON DATA BUOYS

The governments of Belize, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, the European Union,
France, Guatemala, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, Chinese Taipei,
the United States of America, Vanuatu, and Venezuela (*“‘the governments™), all members of the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Aware that many nations, including Members of the IATTC, operate and deploy data buoys throughout
the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) and oceans worldwide to gather information used to improve weather
and marine forecasts, provide assistance to fisheries by collecting data on sea surface and subsurface tem-
peratures, provide assistance to search and rescue efforts at sea, and collect critical data used to conduct
research on meteorological and oceanographic topics and climate prediction;

Knowing that highly migratory species, in particular tunas, aggregate in the vicinity of data buoys;

Recognizing that the World Meteorological Organization and the Intergovernmental Oceanographic
Commission have determined that vandalism and damage to data buoys by fishing vessels are a signifi-
cant problem in the Pacific Ocean and worldwide;

Concerned that vandalism or damage to data buoys results in significant loss of data critical to weather
forecasting, to the study of marine conditions, to tsunami warnings, to support search and rescue efforts at
sea, and that Members of the IATTC expend considerable time and resources to locate, replace, and repair
data buoys damaged or lost due to fishing activities or vandalism;

Alarmed that the loss of data critical to the study of marine conditions from vandalism or damage to data
buoys undermines analyses by IATTC scientists seeking better understanding of tuna habitat use and rela-
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tionships between climate and tuna recruitment, and research by environmental scientists in general;

Mindful that several data buoy programs publish information on the internet describing the type and loca-
tion of such buoys;

Noting that it is a function of the IATTC to promote, to the extent practicable, the development and use of
environmentally safe fishing techniques and such other related activities, and to promote the application
of the relevant provisions of the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing; and

Further noting that it is also a function of the IATTC to adopt measures as may be necessary to achieve
its objective, including non-discriminatory and transparent measures to prevent, deter and eliminate activ-
ities that undermine the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures adopted by the
IATTC;

Agree to apply in the EPO the following measures regarding fishing on data buoys:

For the purpose of this Recommendation, data buoys are defined as floating devices, either drifting or
anchored, that are deployed by governmental or recognized scientific organizations or entities for the pur-
pose of electronically collecting environmental data, and not in support of fishing activities.

1. The governments shall:

Prohibit their fishing vessels from fishing within one nautical mile of, or interacting with, a data buoy
in the EPO, which includes, but is not limited to, encircling the buoy with fishing gear, tying up
to or attaching the vessel, or any fishing gear, part or portion of the vessel, to a data buoy, and, if
the buoy is anchored, cutting its anchor line.

Prohibit their fishing vessels from taking on board a data buoy, unless specifically authorized or
requested to do so by a member or cooperating non-member of the IATTC or owner responsible
for that buoy.

Encourage their fishing vessels operating in the EPO to keep watch for data buoys at sea and to take
all reasonable measures to avoid fishing gear entanglement or directly interacting in any way
with those data buoys.

Require their fishing vessels that become entangled with a data buoy to remove the entangled fishing
gear with as little damage to the data buoy as possible.

2. Members and cooperating non-members of the IATTC are encouraged to require their fishing vessels
to report to them all entanglements and provide the date, location, and nature of the entanglement,
along with any identifying information on the data buoy. The governments shall notify the IATTC of
all such reports.

3. Fishing activities inconsistent with paragraphs 1 and 2 above shall be deemed to undermine the effec-
tiveness of the resolutions adopted by the IATTC in accordance with Article XVIII of the Antigua
Convention, and shall, for purposes of paragraph (1)(e) of IATTC Resolution C-05-07, be considered
the use of prohibited fishing gear.

4. Notwithstanding paragraph 1, scientific research programs notified to the IATTC may operate fishing
vessels within one nautical mile of a data buoy, provided they do not interact with the data buoy, as
described in paragraph 1.
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INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL B-3
SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION AND JAPAN

RESOLUTION ON SCIENTIFIC OBSERVERS FOR LONGLINE VESSELS

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Noting the need to ensure uniform and equitable treatment of all tuna-fishing vessels operating in the
Convention Area;

Recognising the need to collect comprehensive data on interactions with non-target species, in particular,
sea turtles, sharks and seabirds;

Noting that large purse-seine vessels operating in the Convention Area are required to carry scientific
observers aboard, in accordance with the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program;

Taking into account that 5% observer coverage of high-seas fishing operations was noted as the initial
level at the Kobe Il workshop on Monitoring, Control, and Surveillance, held in Barcelona, Spain, in June
2010;

Resolves as follows:

1.

Each member and cooperating non-member shall ensure that, from 1 January 2012, at least 5% of the
fishing trips made by its longline fishing vessels greater than 24 metres length overall —carry an
scientific observer.

Each member and cooperating non-member shall provide the Director, by 1 November 2011, with the
provisional list of its vessels that will carry scientific observers. Each member and cooperating non-
member shall endeavour to ensure that observer coverage will be representative of the activities of its
fleet.

The main task of the scientific observers shall be to record catch levels of fish species, species
composition, as well as any interactions with non-target species such as sea turtles, seabirds and
sharks.

The Scientific Advisory Committee shall draw up a common reporting format detailing the required
data to be collected by scientific observers.

Scientific observers shall submit to their Flag State authorities a report on these observations at the
latest 30 days after the end of each fishing trip.

Every year, members and cooperating non-members shall submit to the Scientific Advisory
Committee, by 31 March, the scientific observer's information on the previous year's fishery in a
format established by the Scientific Advisory Committee.

In 2013 the Scientific Advisory Committee shall conduct a scientific review of the effectiveness of
the level of coverage established in paragraph 1 above, with a view to making recommendations to
the Commission on any change that may be necessary to accomplish the objectives of this Resolution,
including the increase of the coverage rate.
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INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL G-1

SUBMITTED BY BELIZE, COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR, GUATEMALA,
NICARAGUA, PANAMA

CREATION OF THE SPECIAL SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT FUND
FOR FISHERIES FOR HIGHLY MIGRATORY SPECIES TO
STRENGTHEN THE INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY OF DEVELOPING
COUNTRIES

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Taking into account the provisions of Article XXIII of the Antigua Convention that the Commission shall
seek to adopt measures relating to technical assistance, technology transfer, training and other forms of
cooperation, to assist developing countries that are members of the Commission to fulfill their obligations
under this Convention, as well as to enhance their ability to develop fisheries under their respective na-
tional jurisdictions and to participate in high seas fisheries on a sustainable basis;

Recalling that the Antigua Convention in its Article XXIII likewise establishes that the members of the
Commission shall facilitate and promote such cooperation, especially financial and technical, and the
transfer of technology, as may be necessary for the effective implementation of the previous paragraph;

Considering that the Antigua Convention in its Article VII, paragraph b) indicates that one of the func-
tions of the Commission is that it shall adopt standards for collection, verification, and timely exchange
and reporting of data concerning the fisheries for fish stocks covered by the Convention;

Likewise taking into account that the Antigua Convention in its Article VII, paragraph f) indicates that
conservation and management measures and recommendations shall be adopted, as necessary, for species
belonging to the same ecosystem and that are affected by fishing for, or dependent on or associated with,
the fish stocks covered by the Convention, with a view to maintaining or restoring populations of such
species above levels at which their reproduction may become seriously threatened:;

Likewise taking into account that the Antigua Convention in its Article VII, paragraph i) indicates that the
Commission shall establish a comprehensive program for data collection and monitoring which shall in-
clude such elements as the Commission determines necessary, and that each member of the Commission
may also maintain its own program consistent with guidelines adopted by the Commission; and

Recalling that the Commission has agreed various resolutions that commit its member countries to submit
information on catches of tunas and bycatches, among others.

Resolves as follows:

1. The “Special fund for strengthening the institutional capacity of developing countries for the sustain-
able development of fisheries for highly migratory species”, hereafter “The Fund”, is created, which
shall be administered by the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission.

2. The resources of the Fund shall proceed from special contributions obtained from the members or
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from national and international bodies or entities interested in strengthening the capacities of develop-
ing countries. Such contributions may be declared by the donor for a specific use, consistent with the
nature of the fund, or may be subject to the ordinary use of investments in building capacity for de-
veloping countries.

The Director shall budget for the year 2011, an item of fifty thousand dollars set aside to constitute
the initial capital of the Fund. In subsequent years, without detriment to the Commission by a deci-
sion of its members stipulating a greater amount, [....] percent of the ordinary budget shall be set
aside to be transferred as a permanent contribution by the Commission to the Fund.

El Director shall present to the Commission the strategic investment plan chargeable to the fund for
its approval every year, which shall be constructed on the basis of the requirements of the developing
countries and the analyses carried out by the Commission staff.

The administration of the Fund shall be the responsibility of the Director and shall be subject to the
auditing rules of the Commission.

The purpose of the utilization of the Fund shall be the development of technical and scientific capaci-
ty, as well as organizational infrastructure, that will allow the developing countries to duly follow and
comply with their obligations established under the Antigua Convention, particularly:

a. The creation of a standardized system for collecting, processing and analyzing data, as regards the
stocks of tunas and tuna-like species and other species of fish caught by vessels that fish for tunas
and tuna-like species en the Antigua Convention area.

b. Education and training, mainly in relation to the implementation and development of databases,
analysis of fisheries statistics and data, and stock assessments, among others.

c. The participation of representatives of developing countries in the annual meetings of the Com-
mission or its subsidiary groups, as well as of scientific experts in the meetings of the Scientific
Advisory Committee.

d. Have the scientific staff necessary for fulfilling the aims of this resolution in support of develop-
ing countries.

e. The creation of a standardized program for collecting, processing, and analyzing data, in order to
match the processes with the Commission’s systems.

f.  Others that the Commission may decide, strictly for the creation of capacity development.

Members are encouraged to make contributions to the Fund.
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INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA, GUATEMALA
27 SEPTEMBER-1 OCTOBER 2010

DOCUMENT IATTC-81-10a REV

COOPERATION WITH WCPFC OBSERVER PROGRAM

In response to a request from members, the staffs of the IATTC and the WCPFC have worked
together to prepare this draft memorandum of cooperation, presented here for the consideration
of the Commission.

MEMORANDUM OF COOPERATION (MOC) ON THE CROSS-ENDORSEMENT OF
WCPFC AND IATTC APPROVED OBSERVERS WHEN OBSERVING ON THE HIGH
SEAS OF THE CONVENTION AREAS OF BOTH ORGANIZATIONS

between

THE COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT OF HIGHLY
MIGRATORY FISH STOCKS IN THE WESTERN AND CENTRAL PACIFIC OCEAN

and
THE INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

The Commission for the Conservation and Management of Highly Migratory Fish Stocks in the
Western and Central Pacific Ocean (WCPFC) and the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commis-
sion (IATTC):

UNDERSTANDING the value of undertaking cooperative efforts to facilitate the operation of
vessels that fish in both Convention Areas during the same fishing trip;

CONSIDERING the Memorandum of Understanding between WCPFC and IATTC signed in
2006 and the Memorandum of Cooperation signed in 2009;

CONFIRM the following conditions for the cross-endorsement of approved observers to operate
on authorized vessels that undertake fishing operations in the Convention Areas of both organi-
zations:

1. The IATTC and the WCPFC recognize the importance of facilitating mutual cooperative participation
among the members of both Commissions.

2. The IATTC and the WCPFC recognize that their respective observer programs meet the standards of
both Commissions by collecting accurate data on fishing activities essential to the conservation and
management of the fish stocks covered by their respective Conventions.

3. Vessels with observers may fish in the IATTC Convention Area only if they are included on the
IATTC Regional Vessel Register, and may fish in the WCPFC Convention Area only if they are
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included on the WCPFC Record of Fishing Vessels.

Cross-endorsement for an observer will be given only when the IATTC and WCPFC Secretariats
agree that the observer has met the necessary training requirements for operating on vessels that fish
in both Convention Areas.

It is understood that the data and information requirements of each Commission will be met by the
authorized observers when the vessel in question is in its Convention Area.

All data and information collected by observers operating on trips that extend into the Convention
Area of the other organization will be provided to both the IATTC and WCPFC Secretariats.

Each Secretariat will identify the data and information required for its Commission and will ensure
that observers will be able to meet all such requirements with respect to vessels fishing within that
Commission’s Convention Area.

The Secretariats shall cooperate in observer training, with a view towards developing a core group of
observers from the observer program of each organization who may be assigned to vessels operating
in both Convention Areas to meet the requirements of both IATTC and WCPFC with respect to
observers.

The provisions of this MOC may also apply to specified areas of either organisation which are not
high seas, in accordance with relevant approval procedures of each Commission, and when so advised
by the Secretariat of the relevant Commission to the other Secretariat.

This MOC is subject to periodic review, and may be modified as agreed by both Commissions. Either
Commission may terminate this MOC with three months’ notice of such intention to the other
Commission.

Signed on behalf of the WCPFC and the IATTC:

Chairman, WCPEC Director, IATTC

Date: Date:
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Appendix 3d.
PROPOSAL BY THE SECRETARIAT
From Document IATTC-81-11, Section 2:

As regards longline vessels authorized to make transshipments at sea, Resolution C-08-02 does not speci-
fy that they must be on the IATTC list of longline vessels authorized to fish in the Convention Area. (The
vessels authorized to make transshipments are considered to be the longline vessels of the five members
fully participating in the transshipment program, plus one Peruvian longline vessel which has also trans-
shipped at sea.) The staff considers that this is an omission, and that it should be a requirement for long-
line vessels to make transshipments at sea. This would require an amendment to Resolution C-08-02. This
issue was addressed at the 80™ meeting of the Commission in June 2009, but was not resolved.

In order to address this issue, the staff proposes that the following text be added to paragraph 5 of Resolu-
tion C-08-02:

“5. Each member shall determine whether or not to authorize its LSTLFVs* to tranship at sea. For
the purposes of this resolution, only those vessels that are included in the IATTC list of authorized
longline vessels and that operate under the jurisdiction of the members that participate in the ob-
server program established by this Resolution and that finance the costs of its implementation are
authorized to make transshipments at sea. The staff will maintain a list of such vessels. Any such
transhipments must be conducted in accordance with the procedures defined in Sections 3, 4 and 5,
and annexes 2 and 3 of this Resolution.”

Appendix 3e.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL E-1-A

SUBMITTED BY CANADA AND THE EUROPEAN UNION

RESOLUTION ON PORT STATE MEASURES TO PREVENT, DETER
AND ELIMINATE ILLEGAL, UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED
FISHING

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

This Resolution is intended to contribute to the long-term conservation and sustainable use of living
marine resources, and in particular of highly migratory stocks, in the IATTC Convention Area through
strengthened, harmonized and transparent port State measures to prevent, deter and eliminate illegal,
unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing.

IUU fishing activities in the IATTC Convention Area have shown an increasing trend that should be
reversed. Better control at the port level is a primary means towards eliminating these activities.

* Longline vessels over 24 meters length overall
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IATTC has adopted some conservation and management measures aimed towards the conservation and
responsible exploitation of stocks under its mandate, notably by establishing a list of vessels presumed to
have carried out IUU fishing activities in the Convention Area and by adopting a multi-annual program
for the conservation of tuna.

Flag States are responsible for ensuring that their vessels conduct fishing activities in a responsible
manner, in compliance with IATTC conservation and management measures. In addition, there is a need
for improvement and stricter controls on all aspects of IATTC fisheries. It is the responsibility of flag
States to promote the effectiveness of management measures adopted by regional fisheries management
organizations (RFMOs).

To ensure consistency with the binding Agreement on Port State Measures to combat IUU fishing, which
was adopted and opened for signature in November 2009 within the framework of FAO, as well as with
the management measures taken in other RFMOs, and to improve the results of the measures aimed
towards conservation of tuna and tuna-like species in the Eastern Pacific Ocean it is recommended to
implement Port state measures within the IATTC. This will contribute to more responsible management
of the stocks under the IATTC’s mandate.

RESOLUTION ON PORT STATE MEASURES TO PREVENT, DETER AND ELIMINATE
ILLEGAL, UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED FISHING

The Inter American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC),

Deeply concerned about the continuation of illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing in the IATTC
Area and its detrimental effect upon fish stocks, marine ecosystems and the livelihoods of legitimate
fishers in particular in Developing States,

Conscious of the role of the port State in the adoption of effective measures to promote the sustainable
use and the long-term conservation of living marine resources,

Recognizing that measures to combat illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing should build on the
primary responsibility of flag States and use all available jurisdiction in accordance with international
law, including port State measures, coastal State measures, market related measures and measures to
ensure that nationals do not support or engage in illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing,

Recognizing that port State measures provide a powerful and cost-effective means of preventing, deterring
and eliminating illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing,

Aware of the need for increasing coordination at the regional and interregional levels to combat illegal,
unreported and unregulated fishing through port State measures,

Recognizing the need for assistance to developing countries to adopt and implement port State measures
and thereby noting the requirements laid down in Article 23 of the IATTC Convention,

Taking note of the binding Agreement on port State measures to combat 1UU fishing which was adopted
and opened for signature within the framework of FAO in November 2009, and desiring to implement
this Agreement in an efficient manner in the IATTC Area,

Bearing in mind that, in the exercise of their sovereignty over ports located in their territory, CPCs may
adopt more stringent measures, in accordance with international law,

Recalling the relevant provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10
December 1982, hereinafter referred to as the Convention,

Recalling the Agreement for the Implementation of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention on
the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982 relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks of 4 December 1995, the Agreement to Promote Compliance
with International Conservation and Management Measures by Fishing Vessels on the High Seas of 24
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November 1993 and the 1995 FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries,
Noting the Plan of Action adopted in Kobe in January 2007 by the Joint Tuna RFMOs Meeting,
Having regard to Article XX and XXI of the IATTC Convention,

Agrees to adopt the following Resolution in conformity of Article IX of the IATTC Convention:

PART I
GENERAL PROVISIONS
Article 1

Use of terms

For the purposes of this Conservation and management measure:

a.

“fish” means all species of living marine resources whether processed or not that are under the
competence of the IATTC ;

“fishing” means searching for, attracting, locating, catching, taking or harvesting fish or any activity
which can reasonably be expected to result in the attracting, locating, catching, taking or harvesting of
fish in the IATTC Convention area;

“fishing related activities” means any operation in support of, or in preparation for, fishing, including
the landing, packaging, processing, transshipping or transporting of fish that have not been previously
landed at a port, as well as the provisioning of personnel, fuel, gear and other supplies at sea;

“illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing”, hereinafter referred as IUU fishing, refers to the
activities set out in paragraph 1 of IATTC Resolution C-05-07 to establish a List of Vessels
presumed to have carried out Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing in the Eastern Pacific
Ocean, as may be amended from time to time;

“port” includes offshore terminals and other installations for landing, transshipping, packaging,
processing, refueling or resupplying; and

“vessel” means any vessel, ship of another type or boat used for, equipped to be used for, or intended
to be used for, fishing or fishing related activities.

Article 2
Objective

The objective of this Resolution is to prevent, deter and eliminate 1UU fishing through the
implementation of effective port State measures to control the harvest of fish caught in the IATTC
Convention Area, and thereby to ensure the long-term conservation and sustainable use of these resources
and marine ecosystems.

1.

Article 3
Application

Each CPC shall, in its capacity as a port State, apply this Resolution in respect of vessels not entitled
to fly its flag that are seeking entry to its ports or are in one of its ports, except for:

a) vessels of a neighboring State, with an overall length of less than 12 meters, or without superstruc-
ture, or of less than measured 20 GT, that are engaged in artisanal fishing for subsistence, provided
that the port State and the flag State cooperate to ensure that such vessels do not engage in 1UU
fishing or fishing related activities in support of such fishing ; and

b) container vessels that are not carrying fish or, if carrying fish, only fish that have been previously
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landed, provided that there are no clear grounds for suspecting that such vessels have engaged in
fishing related activities in support of IUU fishing.

2. A CPC may, in its capacity as a port State, decide not to apply this Resolution to vessels chartered by
its nationals exclusively for fishing in areas under its national jurisdiction and operating under its
authority therein. Such vessels shall be the subject to measures by the CPC, which are as effective as
measures applied in relation to vessels entitled to fly its flag.

3. This resolution shall be applied to CPCs’ ports within the IATTC area of competence. The CPCs
situated outside the IATTC area of competence shall endeavour to apply this Resolution.

4. The provisions of this resolution applicable to flag States and port States shall apply, mutatis
mutandis, to all members of the Commission.

5. This resolution shall be applied in a fair, transparent and non-discriminatory manner, consistent with
international law.

Article 3bis
Relationship with international law

Nothing in this Resolution shall prejudice the rights, jurisdiction and duties of CPCs under international
law. In particular, nothing in this Resolution shall be construed to affect the sovereignty of CPCs over
their internal, archipelagic and territorial waters or their sovereign rights over their continental shelf and
in their exclusive economic zones, and the exercise by CPCs of their sovereignty over ports in their
territory in accordance with international law, including their right to deny entry thereto as well as to
adopt more stringent port State measures than those provided for in this Resolution.

Article 4
Integration and coordination at the national level
Each CPC shall, to the greatest extent possible:

a) integrate or coordinate fisheries related port State measures with the broader system of port State
controls;

b) integrate port State measures with other measures to prevent, deter and eliminate 1UU fishing and
fishing related activities in support of such fishing, taking into account as appropriate the 2001
FAO International Plan of Action to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate Illegal, Unreported and Unregu-
lated Fishing; and

c) take measures to exchange information among relevant national agencies and to coordinate the ac-
tivities of such agencies in the implementation of this Resolution.

Article 5
Cooperation on exchange of information

1. In the implementation of this Resolution and with due regard to appropriate confidentiality and data
protection requirements, CPCs shall cooperate and exchange information with the IATTC Secretariat
and the relevant flag State, as appropriate, by:

a) requesting information from, and providing information to, relevant databases;
b) requesting and providing cooperation to promote the effective implementation of this Resolution.

2. Each CPC shall, to the greatest extent possible, ensure that its fisheries related information system
allow for the direct electronic exchange of information on port State measures with other CPCs and
with the IATTC Secretariat, in order to facilitate the implementation of this Resolution.
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3. CPCs shall cooperate through the IATTC Secretariat in the effective implementation of this
Resolution.

Article 6
Competent authorities

1. Each CPC, in its capacity as a port or flag State, shall designate the competent authority to serve as
contact point for the purposes of receiving notifications, providing or receiving confirmations, and
issuing authorizations pursuant to this Resolution. It shall transmit the name and contact information
for its competent authority to the IATTC Secretariat no later than 45 days after the entry into force of
this Resolution. Any subsequent changes shall be notified to the IATTC Secretariat at least 15 days
before the change takes effect.

2. The IATTC Secretariat shall establish and maintain a register of competent authorities based on the
lists submitted by the CPCs. The register shall be posted on the IATTC website.

PART 2
ENTRY INTO PORT
Article 7
Designation of ports

1. Each CPC wishing to grant access to its ports by vessels not entitled to fly its flag shall designate and
publicize any of its ports to which vessels may request entry pursuant to this Resolution Each CPC
shall provide a list of its designated ports to IATTC Secretariat within three months from the date of
entry into force of this Resolution Any subsequent changes to this list shall be notified to the IATTC
Secretariat at least 15 days before the change takes effect.

2. Each CPC shall, to the greatest extent possible, ensure that every port designated and publicized in
accordance with paragraph 1 of this Article has sufficient capacity to conduct inspections pursuant to
this Resolution

3. The IATTC Secretariat shall establish and maintain a register of designated ports based on the lists
submitted by the port State CPCs. The register shall be posted on the IATTC website.

Article 8
Advance request for port entry

Each CPC shall require the master of a vessel or its authorised representative to provide the information
in Annex 1 at least 72 hours in advance of the requested port entry to the competent authority of the port
State CPC. However, a port State CPC may make provision for a longer or shorter notification period,
taking into account, inter alia, the type of fish or fish product and the distance between the fishing
grounds and its ports, and providing that the port State CPC must have enough time to examine the above
mentioned information. In such a case, the port State CPC concerned shall inform the IATTC Secretariat,
which shall post the information on the IATTC website.

Article 9
Port entry, authorization or denial

1. After receiving the relevant information required pursuant to Article 8, as well as such other
information as it may require to determine whether the vessel requesting entry into its port has
engaged in 1IUU fishing or fishing related activities in support of such fishing, the port State CPC
shall decide whether to authorize or deny the entry of the vessel into its port and shall communicate
this decision to the master of the vessel or to its representative.

IATTC-81 Minutes — September 2010 41



2. In the case of authorization of entry, the master of the vessel or the vessel’s representative shall be
required to present the authorization for entry to the competent authorities of the CPC upon the
vessel’s arrival at port.

3. In the case of denial of entry, the port State CPC shall communicate its decision to the flag CPC of
the vessel, and to the IATTC Secretariat, to be posted on the secure part of the IATTC website. The
IATTC Secretariat shall communicate this decision to all CPCs and to other regional fisheries
management organizations.

4. Without prejudice to paragraph 1 of this Article, when a port State CPC has sufficient proof that a
vessel seeking entry into its port has engaged in 1UU fishing or fishing related activities in support of
such fishing, in particular the inclusion of a vessel on a list of vessels having engaged in such fishing
or fishing related activities adopted by a regional fisheries management organization in accordance
with the rules and procedures of such organization and in conformity with international law, after the
IATTC has had an opportunity to to review and confirm the listing of such vessel the port State CPC
shall deny that vessel entry into its ports.

5. Notwithstanding paragraphs 3 and 4 of this Article, a port State CPC may allow entry into its ports of
a vessel referred to in those paragraphs exclusively for the purpose of inspecting it and taking other
appropriate actions in conformity with international law which are at least as effective as denial of
port entry in preventing, deterring and eliminating 1UU fishing and fishing related activities in
support of such fishing.

6. Where a vessel referred to in paragraph 4 or 5 of this Article is in port for any reason, the port State
CPC shall deny such vessel the use of its ports for landing, transshipping, packaging, and processing
of fish and for other port services including, inter alia, refueling and resupplying, maintenance and
dry-docking. Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Article 11 apply mutatis mutandis in such cases. Denial of such
use of ports shall be in conformity with international law.

Article 10
Force majeure or distress

Nothing in this Resolution affects the entry of vessels to port in accordance with international law for rea-
sons of force majeure or distress, or prevents a port State CPC from permitting entry into port to a vessel
exclusively for the purpose of rendering assistance to persons, ships or aircraft in danger or distress.

PART 3
USE OF PORTS
Article 11
Use of ports

1. Where a vessel has entered one of its ports, the port State CPC shall deny, pursuant to its laws and
regulations and consistent with international law, including this Conservation and management meas-
ure, that vessel the use of the port for landing, transshipping, packaging and processing of fish that
have not been previously landed and for other port services, including, inter alia, refueling and resup-
plying, maintenance and dry-docking, if:

a) The information provided by the vessel in Annex 1 is found to be false;

b) the port State CPC finds that the vessel does not have a valid and applicable authorization to en-
gage in fishing or fishing related activities in the IATTC Convention area; or

c) the port State CPC finds that the vessel does not have a valid and applicable authorization to en-
gage in fishing or fishing related activities required by the coastal State in respect of areas under
the national jurisdiction of that State;
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d) the port State CPC receives clear evidence that the fish on board was taken in contravention of the
IATTC Resolutions and/or applicable requirements of a coastal State in respect of areas under the
national jurisdiction of that State;

e) the flag State does not confirm within 14 days, on the request of the port State, that the fish on
board was taken in accordance with the IATTC Resolutions and/or applicable requirements of a
coastal State in respect of areas under the national jurisdiction of that State; or

f) the port State CPC has reasonable grounds to believe that the vessel was otherwise engaged in ITUU
fishing or fishing related activities in support of such fishing in the IATTC Convention area, in-
cluding in support of a vessel included in the list of IUU vessels referred to in Article 9, paragraph
4, unless the vessel can establish:

i. that it was acting in a manner consistent with relevant IATTC Resolutions; or

ii. in the case of provision of personnel, fuel, gear and other supplies at sea, that the vessel that
was provisioned was not, at the time of provisioning, included in the list of IUU vessels re-
ferred to in Article 9, paragraph 4 .

. Notwithstanding paragraph 1 of this Article, the port State CPC shall not deny a vessel referred to in
that paragraph the use of port services:

a) essential to the safety or health of the crew or the safety of the vessel, provided these needs are du-
ly proven, or

b) where appropriate, for the scrapping of the vessel.

. 4. Where a port State CPC has denied the use of its port in accordance with this Article, it shall
promptly notify the flag State and the IATTC Secretariat, which will post this information on the se-
cure part of the IATTC website. The IATTC Secretariat shall communicate this decision to all CPCs
and to other regional fisheries management organizations.

. 5. A port State CPC shall withdraw its denial of the use of its port pursuant to paragraph 1 of this
Acrticle in respect of a vessel only if there is sufficient proof to show that the grounds on which the use
was denied were inadequate or erroneous or that such grounds no longer apply.

. 6. Where a port State CPC has withdrawn its denial of the use of its ports, it shall promptly notify
those to whom a notification was issued pursuant to paragraph 4 of this Article.

PART 4
INSPECTIONS AND FOLLOW-UP ACTIONS
Article 12
Levels and priorities for inspection

Each CPC shall carry out inspections of at least 10% of landings and transhipments from fishing ves-
sels in its ports during each reporting year.

Inspections shall involve the monitoring of the entire discharge or transshipment and include a cross-
check between the quantities by species recorded in the prior notice of landing and the quantities by
species landed or transshipped. When the landing or transshipment is completed, the inspector shall
verify and note the quantities by species of fish remaining on board.

In determining which vessels to inspect, the port State CPC shall give priority to:

a) vessels that have previously been denied entry or use of a port in accordance with this recommen-
dation;
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b) requests from other CPCs or regional fisheries management organizations that particular vessels be
inspected, particularly where such requests are supported by evidence of 1UU fishing, or fishing
related activities in support of such fishing, by the vessel in question; and

c) other vessels for which there are clear grounds for suspecting that they have engaged in 1UU fish-
ing, or fishing related activities is support of such fishing, in particular vessels that appear on IUU
lists adopted by other regional fisheries management organizations.

Article 13
Conduct of inspections

1. Each port State CPC shall ensure that its inspectors carry out the functions set forth in Annex 2 as a
minimum standard.

2. Each port State CPC shall, in carrying out inspections in its ports:

a) ensure that inspections are carried out by properly qualified inspectors authorized for that purpose,
having regard in particular to Article 17;

b) ensure that, prior to an inspection, inspectors are required to present to the master of the vessel an
appropriate document identifying the inspectors as such;

c) ensure that inspectors examine all relevant areas of the vessel, the fish on board, the nets and any
other gear, equipment, and any document or record on board that is relevant to verifying compli-
ance with IATTC Resolutions;

d) require the master of the vessel to give inspectors all necessary assistance and information, and to
present relevant material and documents as may be required, or certified copies thereof;

e) in case of appropriate arrangements with the flag State of the vessel, invite the flag State to par-
ticipate in the inspection;

f) make all possible efforts to avoid unduly delaying the vessel to minimize interference and incon-
venience, including any unnecessary presence of inspectors on board, and to avoid action that
would adversely affect the quality of the fish on board;

g) make all possible efforts to facilitate communication with the master or senior crew members of
the vessel, including where possible and where needed that the inspector is accompanied by an in-
terpreter;

h) ensure that inspections are conducted in a fair, transparent and non-discriminatory manner and
would not constitute harassment of any vessel; and

i) not interfere with the master’s ability, in conformity with international law, to communicate with
the authorities of the flag State.

3. The port CPC may invite inspectors of other CPCs to accompany their own inspectors and observe
the inspection of landings or transhipment operations of fishery resources caught by fishing vessels
flying the flag of another CPC.

Article 14
Results of inspections

Each CPC shall, as a minimum standard, include the information set out in Annex 3 in the written report
of the results of each inspection.
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Article 15
Transmittal of inspection results

1. The port State CPC shall transmit a copy of the inspection report to the flag State and to the IATTC
Secretariat within thirty full working days of the completion of the inspection and, as appropriate, as
soon as possible to:

a) States for which there is evidence through inspection that the vessel has engaged in IUU fishing
or fishing related activities in support of such fishing in those States’ waters within IATTC Con-
vention area; and

b) the State of which the vessel’s master is a national
c) the flag State of any vessel that transshipped catch to the inspected vessel.
Article 16
Electronic exchange of information

1. To facilitate the implementation if this Resolution, each CPC shall, where possible, establish a com-
munication mechanism that allows for direct electronic exchange of information relevant to this Reso-
lution, with due regard to appropriate confidentiality and data protection requirements and the guide-
lines in Annex 4.

2. Each CPC shall designate a competent authority that shall act as a contact point for the exchange of
information under this Resolution. Each CPC shall notify the pertinent designation to the IATTC Sec-
retariat to be posted on the IATTC website.

3. The IATTC Secretariat shall and with due regard to appropriate confidentiality and data protection
requirements, coordinate and facilitate the electronic exchange of information relevant to the imple-
mentation of this Resolution between CPCs as well as coordinate with other global or regional elec-
tronic information-exchange systems that may be established to assist with the implementation of port
State measures to combat IUU fishing and fishing related activities.

Article 17
Training of inspectors

Each CPC shall ensure that its inspectors are properly trained taking into account the guidelines for the
training of inspectors in Annex 5. The CPCs shall seek to cooperate in this regard.

Article 18
Port State actions following inspection

1. Where, following an inspection, there are clear grounds for believing that a vessel has engaged in
IUU fishing or fishing related activities in support of such fishing, the inspecting CPC shall:

a) promptly notify the flag State, and as appropriate, the relevant Coastal State and the IATTC Sec-
retariat and the State of which the vessel’s master is a national of its findings; and

b) deny the vessel the use of its port for landing, transshipping, packaging and processing of fish that
have not been previously landed and for other port services, including, inter alia, refueling and re-
supplying, maintenance and dry-docking, if these actions have not already been taken in respect of
the vessel, in a manner consistent with this Resolution.

2. Notwithstanding paragraph 1 of this Article, a port State CPC shall not deny a vessel referred to in
that paragraph the use of port services essential for the safety or health of the crew or the safety of the
vessel.
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Nothing in this Resolution prevents a CPC from taking measures that are in conformity with interna-
tional law in addition to those specified in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article, including such measures
as the flag State of the vessel has expressly requested or to which it has consented.

Article 19
Information on recourse in the port State

A port State CPC shall maintain the relevant information available to the public and provide such in-
formation, upon written request, to the owner, operator, master or representative of a vessel with re-
gard to any recourse established in accordance with its national laws and regulations concerning port
State measures taken by that CPC pursuant to Articles 7, 9, 11 or 15, including information pertaining
to the public services or judicial institutions available for this purpose, as well as information on
whether there is any right to seek compensation in accordance with its national laws and regulations
in the event of any loss or damage suffered as a consequence of any alleged unlawful action by the
CPC.

The port State CPC shall inform the flag State, the owner, operator, master or representative and the
IATTC Secretariat, as appropriate, of the outcome of any such recourse. The port State CPC shall in-
form the IATTC Secretariat of any change in its decision pursuant to Articles 7, 9, 11 or 15. The
IATTC Secretariat shall post the new decision on the secure part of the IATTC website.

PART 5
ROLE OF FLAG STATES
Article 20
Role of flag States

Each CPCs shall require the vessels entitled to fly its flag to cooperate with the port State in inspec-
tions carried out pursuant to this Resolution.

When a CPC has clear grounds to believe that a vessel entitled to fly its flag has engaged in 1UU fish-
ing or fishing related activities in support of such fishing and is seeking entry to or is in the port of
another State, it shall, as appropriate, request that State to inspect the vessel or to take other measures
consistent with this Resolution.

Each CPC shall encourage vessels entitled to fly its flag to land, transship, package and process fish,
and use other port services, in ports of States that are acting in accordance with, or in a manner con-
sistent with this Resolution. CPCs are encouraged to develop fair, transparent and non-discriminatory
procedures for identifying any State that may not be acting in accordance with, or in a manner con-
sistent with, this Resolution.

Where, following port State inspection, a flag State CPC receives an inspection report indicating that
there are clear grounds to believe that a vessel entitled to fly its flag has engaged in IUU fishing or
fishing related activities in support of such fishing, it shall immediately and fully investigate the mat-
ter and shall, upon sufficient evidence, take enforcement action without delay in accordance with its
laws and regulations.

Each CPC shall, in its capacity as a flag State, report to other CPCs, relevant port States and, as ap-
propriate, other relevant States, regional fisheries management organizations and FAO on actions it
has taken in respect of vessels entitled to fly its flag that, as a result of port State measures taken pur-
suant to this Resolution, have been determined to have engaged in IUU fishing or fishing related ac-
tivities in support of such fishing.

Each CPC shall ensure that measures applied to vessels entitled to fly its flag are at least as effective
in preventing, deterring, and eliminating 1UU fishing and fishing related activities in support of such
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fishing as measures applied to vessels referred to in point 1 of Article 3.
PART 6
REQUIREMENTS OF DEVELOPING STATES
Article 21
Requirements of developing States

CPCs shall give full recognition to the special requirements of CPCs developing States in relation to
the implementation of this Resolution. To this end, CPCs shall, either directly or through the IATTC
Secretariat, provide assistance to CPC developing States in order to, inter alia:

a) enhance their ability, in particular the least-developed among them, to develop a legal basis and
capacity for the implementation of effective port State measures;

b) facilitate their participation in any international organizations that promote the effective devel-
opment and implementation of port State measures; and

c) facilitate technical assistance to strengthen the development and implementation of port State
measures by them, in coordination with relevant international mechanisms.

CPCs shall give due regard to the special requirements of developing CPCs port States, in particular
the least-developed among them , to ensure that a disproportionate burden resulting from the imple-
mentation of this Resolution is not transferred directly or indirectly to them. In cases where the trans-
fer of a disproportionate burden has been demonstrated, CPCs shall cooperate to facilitate the imple-
mentation by the relevant CPCs developing States of specific obligations under this Resolution.

CPCs shall assess the special requirements of CPCs developing States concerning the implementation
of this Resolution.

IATTC CPCs shall cooperate to establish appropriate funding mechanisms to assist CPCs developing
States in the implementation of this Resolution. These mechanisms shall, inter alia, be directed specif-
ically towards:

a) developing national and international port State measures;

b) developing and enhancing capacity, including for monitoring, control and surveillance and for
training at the national and regional levels of port managers, inspectors, and enforcement and le-
gal personnel;

c) monitoring, control, surveillance and compliance activities relevant to port State measures, in-
cluding access to technology and equipment; and

d) assisting CPCs developing States with the costs involved in any proceedings for the settlement of
disputes that result from actions they have taken pursuant to this Resolution.

Cooperation with and among developing States CPCs in implementing this Resolution may include
the provision of technical and financial assistance through bilateral, multilateral, and regional chan-
nels.

CPCs shall establish an ad hoc working group to periodically report and make recommendations to
the CPCs on the establishment of funding mechanisms including a scheme for contributions, identifi-
cation and mobilization of funds, the development of criteria and procedures to guide implementation,
and progress in the implementation of the funding mechanisms. The ad hoc working group shall also
take into account, inter alia.

a) the assessment of the needs of developing States CPCs;
b) the availability and timely disbursement of funds;
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c) transparency of decision-making and management processes concerning fundraising and alloca-
tions; and

d) accountability of the recipient developing States CPCs in the agreed use of funds.

7. CPCs shall take into account the reports and any recommendations of the ad hoc working group and
take appropriate action.

PART 7
ENTRY INTO FORCE
Article 22
Entry into force

The present Resolution shall enter into force on 1% January 2011
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ANNEX 1 Information to be provided in advance by vessels requesting port entry

. Intended port of call

. Port State

. Estimated date and time of arrival
. Purpose(s)

. Port and date of last port call

. Name of the vessel

. Flag State

. Type of vessel

© 0O N O O »h W N -

. International Radio Call Sign

[EEN
o

. Vessel contact information

[E=Y
[E=Y

. Vessel owner(s)

=
N

. Certificate of registry ID

. IMO ship ID, if available

. External ID, if available

IATTCID

. VMS No Yes: National Yes: RFMO(s) Type:
. Vessel dimensions Length Beam Draft

e e e e
©o N o O b~ W

. Vessel master name and nationality

=
©

. Relevant fishing authorization(s)
Identifier Issued by Validity Fishing ar- Species Gear

~ [\

20. Relevant transshipment authorization(s)

Identifier Issued by Validity
Identifier Issued by Validity
21. Transshipment information concerning donor vessels
Date  Location  Name Flag State 1D Species  Product Catch a  Quantity
number form are
22. Total catch onboard 23. Catch to be offloaded
Species Product form Catch area Quantity Quantity
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ANNEX 2 Port State inspection procedures
Inspectors shall:

a) verify, to the extent possible, that the vessel identification documentation onboard and
information relating to the owner of the vessel is true, complete and correct, including through appro-
priate contacts with the flag State or international records of vessels if necessary;

b) verify that the vessel’s flag and markings (e.g. name, external registration number, Interna-
tional Maritime Organization (IMO) ship identification number, international radio call sign and other
markings, main dimensions) are consistent with information contained in the documentation;

c) verify, to the extent possible, that the authorizations for fishing and fishing related activi-
ties are true, complete, correct and consistent with the information provided in accordance with Annex
1;

d) review all other relevant documentation and records held onboard, including, to the extent
possible, those in electronic format and vessel monitoring system (VMS) data from the flag State or
IATTC Secretariat or other relevant regional fisheries management organizations (RFMOs). Relevant
documentation may include logbooks, catch, transshipment and trade documents, crew lists, stowage
plans and drawings, descriptions of fish holds, and documents required pursuant to the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora;

e) examine, to the extent possible, all relevant fishing gear onboard, including any gear
stowed out of sight as well as related devices, and to the extent possible, verify that they are in con-
formity with the conditions of the authorizations. The fishing gear shall, to the extent possible, also be
checked to ensure that features such as the mesh and twine size, devices and attachments, dimensions
and configuration of nets, pots, dredges, hook sizes and numbers are in conformity with applicable
regulations and that the markings correspond to those authorized for the vessel,

f) determine, to the extent possible, whether the fish on board was harvested in accordance
with the applicable authorizations;

g) examine the fish, including by sampling, to determine its quantity and composition. In
doing so, inspectors may open containers where the fish has been pre-packed and move the catch or
containers to ascertain the integrity of fish holds. Such examination may include inspections of prod-
uct type and determination of nominal weight;

h) evaluate whether there is clear evidence for believing that a vessel has engaged in
IUU fishing or fishing related activities in support of such fishing;

)] provide the master of the vessel with the report containing the result of the

inspection, including possible measures that could be taken, to be signed by the inspector and the mas-
ter. The master’s signature on the report shall serve only as acknowledgment of the receipt of a copy
of the report. The master shall be given the opportunity to add any comments or objection to the re-
port, and, as appropriate, to contact the relevant authorities of the flag State in particular where the
master has serious difficulties in understanding the content of the report. A copy of the report shall be
provided to the master; and

)] arrange, where necessary and possible, for translation of relevant documentation.
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ANNEX 3
IATTC Port inspection report form

1. Inspection report no

2. Port State

. Inspecting authority

. Name of principal inspector

gl | W

. Port of inspection

6. Commencement of inspection

YYYY

MM

DD

HH

7. Completion of inspection

YYYY

MM

DD

HH

8. Advanced notification received

Yes

No

9. Purpose(s) LAN TRX

PRO

OTH (specify)

10. Port and State and date of
last port call

YYYY

MM

DD

11. Vessel name

12. Flag State

13. Type of vessel

14. International Radio Call Sign

15. Certificate of registry ID

16. IMO ship ID, if available

17. External ID , if available

18. Port of registry

19. Vessel owner(s)

20. Vessel beneficial owner(s), if
known and different from vessel

21. Vessel operator(s), if different
from vessel owner

22. Vessel master name and nationality

23. Fishing master name and nationality

24. Vessel agent

25. VMS No

Yes: National

Yes: RFMOs

Type:

26. Status in IOTC, including any 1UU vessel listing

Vessel identifier RFMO

Flag State

status

Vessel on authorized
vessel list

Vessel on ITUU vessel list
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27. Relevant fishing authorization(s)

Identifier Issued by Validity Fishing area(s) Species Gear

28. Relevant transshipment authorization(s)

Identifier Issued by Validity

Identifier Issued by Validity

29. Transshipment information concerning donor vessels

Name Flag State ID no Species Product | Catch Quantity
farm arnafle)

30. Evaluation of offloaded catch (quantity)

Species | Product | Catch Quantity Quantity Difference between quantity declared and
form | area(s) declared offloaded guantity determined, if any

31. Catch retained onboard (quantity)

Species | Product | Catch Quantity Quantity Difference between quantity declared and
form | area(s) declared retained quantity determined, if any

32. Examination of logbook(s) and other | Yes | No Comments

Ansvimantatinn

33. Compliance with applicable catch Yes | No Comments

Anriimantatinn enrhamanle

34. Compliance with applicable trade Yes | No Comments

35. Type of gear used

36. Gear examined in Yes No | Comments

annnrdanncn

nth naranranh

37. Findings by inspector(s)

38. Apparent infringement(s) noted including reference to relevant legal instrument(s)

39. Comments by the master

40. Action taken

41. Master’s signature

42. Inspector’s signature
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ANNEX 4 Information systems on port state measures
In implementing this Resolution, each CPC shall:
a) seek to establish computerized communication;

b) establish, to the extent possible, websites to publicize the list of ports designated in accordance
with Article 5 and the actions taken in accordance with the relevant provisions of this Resolution;

c) identify, to the greatest extent possible, each inspection report by a unique reference number start-
ing with 3-alpha code of the port State and identification of the issuing agency;

d) utilize, to the extent possible, the international coding system below in Annexes 1 and 3 and
translate any other coding system into the international system.

countries/territories: ISO-3166 3-alpha Country Code

species: ASFIS 3-alpha code (known as FAO 3-alpha code)
vessel types: ISSCFV code (known as FAQ alpha code)

gear types: ISSCFG code (known as FAO alpha code)

ANNEX 5 Guidelines for the training of inspectors

Elements of a training programme for port State inspectors should include at least the following areas:
1. Ethics;

2. Health, safety and security issues;

3. Applicable national laws and regulations, areas of competence and Resolutions of the IATTC,
and applicable international law;

4, Collection, evaluation and preservation of evidence;

5. General inspection procedures such as report writing and interview techniques;

6. Analysis of information, such as logbooks, electronic documentation and vessel history (name,
ownership and flag State), required for the validation of information given by the master of the vessel,

7. Vessel boarding and inspection, including hold inspections and calculation of vessel hold vol-
umes;

8. Verification and validation of information related to landings, transshipments, processing and fish
remaining onboard, including utilizing conversion factors for the various species and products;

9. Identification of fish species, and the measurement of length and other biological parameters;

10. Identification of vessels and gear, and techniques for the inspection and measurement of gear;

11. Equipment and operation of VMS and other electronic tracking systems; and

12. Actions to be taken following an inspection.
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Appendix 3f.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL H-1

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION, GUATEMALA,
AND THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING THE COMMITTEE FOR THE REVIEW OF
IMPLEMENTATION OF MEASURES ADOPTED BY THE COMMISSION

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Acknowledging that Article X of the Convention for the Strenghtening of the Inter-American Tropical
Tuna Commission (“the Antigua Convention”) requires the establishment of a Committee for the Review
of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the Commission (“the Implementation Review Committee”)
in accordance with the provisions of Article X of the Antigua Convention;

Also acknowledging that Article XXVI of the Antigua Convention requires Commission members to
cooperate to jointly deter non-members from carrying out activities that undermine the effectiveness of
that Convention and to encourage, as appropriate, other States, regional economonic integration
organizations, and fishing entities to become members of the Commission or to adopt laws and
regulations consistent with that Convention;

Recognizing that the functions of the Permanent Working Group on Compliance (“the Compliance
Working Group”) established by IATTC Resolution C-99-01 are similar to and consistent with those of
the Implementation Review Committee as set forth in the Antigua Convention, and that the Compliance
Working Group is not specifically required in the 1949 Convention for the Establishment of an Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission and may be dissolved by the Commission;

Also recognizing that the functions of the Joint Working Group on Fishing by Non-Parties (“the Joint
Working Group”) established by the Commission and approved by the Meeting of the Parties to the
Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program include responsibilities that are similar to
and consistent with those of the Compliance Working Group, such as actions to address illegal,
unreported, and unregulated fishing; and

Noting the recommendation of the 9" meeting of the Joint Working Group that the Commission consider
dissolving the Joint Working Group and transferring its functions and responsibilities to the
Implementation Review Committee, with a view to improving the efficiency and effectiveness of
subsidiary bodies of the Commission with related mandates;

Resolves as follows:

1. To establish the Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission, in accordance with Article X of the Antigua Convention.

2. With the concurrence of the Meeting of the Parties to the Agreement on the International Dolphin
Conservation Program, to:
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a. dissolve the Joint Working Group on Fishing by Non-Parties; and

b. transfer to the Implementation Review Committee all functions and responsibilities of the Joint
Working Group relating to the IATTC.

To dissolve the Permanent Working Group on Compliance.

To replace references to the Compliance Working Group and Joint Working Group in active IATTC
resolutions with “Committee for the Review of Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission” or “Implementation Review Committee”, as appropriate.

The Rules of Procedure for the Compliance Working Group adopted by the Commission in June 2001
shall apply mutatis mutandis to the Implementation Review Committee.

In the case of a conflict between a provision of the Antigua Convention and a provision of the Rules
of Procedure for the Compliance Working Group, the provision of the Antigua Convention shall
prevail.

With a view to further enhancing the transparency and efficiency of its mandate and operations, the
Implementation Review Committee should, at its 2011 meeting, consider developing terms of
reference and rules of procedure, based on Article X and Annex 3 of the Antigua Convention, and
taking into account the Rules of Procedure of the Compliance Working Group, as appropriate, to
recommend to the Commission for adoption.

To recommend to the Meeting of the Parties to the Agreement on the International Dolphin
Conservation Program (AIDCP) to concur with the Commission’s dissolution of the Joint Working
Group and to transfer the Joint Working Group’s functions and responsibilities related to the AIDCP
to the International Review Panel.
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Appendix 3g.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL I-1
CALCULATING CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE IATTC BUDGET

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recognizing the importance of equity and stability in the calculation of the contributions of members to
the Commission’s budget, and of fully funding the work of the Commission so that it may fulfill its duties
and responsibilities,

Giving due consideration to the principle that the proportion of the expenses paid by each member should
be equitable, transparent, and related to its proportion of the total catch of tunas from the Convention
Area and other components of the formula, as well as to the consensus of the members that other factors
should be considered in determining their proportional contributions;

Taking into account the relevant provisions of the Antigua Convention;
Resolves as follows:

1. The following elements shall be used in the determination of the contributions of members to the
IATTC budget for 2011:

A. Each member’s contribution shall be calculated as follows: 10% of the total budget, minus any
special contributions, shall be divided equally among all the members (base contribution); the
remaining 90% shall be allocated among members, weighted by their Gross National Income
(GNI) category in accordance with the following:

i. an operational component (10%);
ii. the catches by their flag vessels (70%);

iii. their utilization of tuna from the Convention Area (10%).

GNI category Range (USD)
0.5 <1,499
1 1,500-3,499
2 3,500-6,499
3 6,500-10,999
4 11,000-15,999
5 16,000-20,999
5.5 > 21,000

Table 1. GNI categories used for allocating contributions
B. The weighting factors used in calculating contributions shall be the same as the GNI categories.

C. Each member’s catch contribution shall be based on the annual average of the catches by its flag
vessels in the three most recent years for which catch data are available.

D. In the determination of a member’s utilization, 50% of the tuna loins included in the calculation
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shall be attributed to the member that exported the loins and 50% to the member that imported
them.

E. In the case of a member that is also a member of the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission, only 50% of catches made by its flag vessels in the overlap area between the two
Commissions shall be included in the calculation of that member’s contribution based on catch.

2. The Working Group on Finance shall continue its deliberations on the funding formula in order to
achieve consensus among the members of the Commission on the use of the formula for determining
each member’s contribution to the IATTC budget for 2012 and for the longer term.
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Appendix 3h.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

80™" MEETING

LA JOLLA, CALIFORNIA (USA)
8-12 JUNE 2009

PROPOSAL IATTC-80 B1
SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION ON THE ADOPTION OF TRADE MEASURES TO

PROMOTE COMPLIANCE

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (LATTC), meeting in [ ]. on the occasion of its [
] Meeting;

Noting that the objective of the IATTC 1s to mamtaim the populations of species covered by the IATTC
Convention in the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO) at the level which will permit maximum sustainable
catches;

Considering the need for action to ensure the effectiveness of the measures to achieve the objectives of
the IATTC;

Considering the importance, for the achievement of those objectives, that all Parties, co-operating non- _.{Deleted: dhiigstion
parties, co-operating fishing entities and regional economic integration organizations (collectively

"CPCs") take action to respect IATTC conservation and management measures;

Further considening the mmportance of having all CPCs and non-CPCs cooperate with the TATTC. in
particular by taking measures or exercising effective control to ensure that their vessals do not engage in

any activity that [dimimishesJundermines] the effectiveness of TATTC conservation and management

[NEASIIes;

Recogmizing that positive incentives constitute an important factor for promoting compliance with fishe-
ries conservation and management measures, and further recognizing the importance of market access,
consistent with national legislation, for fish and fish products canght in conformity with the conservation
and management measures of the IATTC:;

Aware of the need for sustained efforts by CPCs to ensure the enforcement of IATTC s conservation and
management measures, and the need to encourage non-CPCs to abide by these measures;

e R e .

Noting that trade resmctive measures should be implemented only as a last resort, where other measures
have proven unsuccessful to prevent, deter and eliminate any act or omission that [diminishes] [inder-
munes] the effectiveness of IATTC conservation and management measures;

Noting that trade restrictive measures should be implemented in accordance with the FAO Intemational
Plan of Action to prevent, deter and eliminate illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing (IPOA-IUTT);

Also noting that trade restrictive measures must be adopted and implemented in accordance with interna- _-{ Deleted: Should

[ Deleted: or

|

tional law, including fhe World Trade Organization (WTO) Agreement, and, fo this end. musi be tmple- ./ Deleted: principles, righss ]

mented in & fair, fransparent and non-discriminatory manner;

Resolves as follows:
1. CPCs that import products of species covered by the IATTC Convention, or in whose ports those
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products are landed, should collect and examine as much import or landing data and associated in-
formation as possible on such products, and submit the following mformation to the Commission,
where available, each year:

a
b.

oo

Mo Mo

CPCs are encouraged. jointly and individua]l}r to ask the CPCs or non.CPCs 1dentified pursuant to .-

names and flags of the vessels that eaught and produced such products;
species of the products;

areas of catch (nside or outside the EPO);

product weight by product type;

points of export;

names and addresses of owners of the vessels; and

vessel registration mumber,

The Commission, through the Permanent Working Group on Compliance (Compliance Work-
ing Group) or the Jomt Working Group on Fishing by Non-Parties (Jomnt Working Group), as ap-
propuate, shall identify each year:

1. CPCs that have failed to fulfill ﬂlEII nhhgalmns 1mcler the I.-’LTTC Cum E]1111J]1 mrespect uf
IATTC conservation and management measures, in particular, by not taking measures or ex-
ercising effective control to ensure compliance with IATTC conservation and management
measures by vessels flying their flags; and'or

1. NonCPCs that have failed to take measures or exercise effective confrol to ensure that ves-

gels ﬂ\mg their respective ﬂags donot engage In any EC‘tl‘lﬂl} that lmden:umes dmuushes

the effectiveness of IATTC conservation and management measures.
These 1dEn11ﬁcatmns shall be based ona IE'.-'lEI’- nf all mformahan pl'ﬂ'ﬂd.ed mn accordance mth

..................................................................................

IATTC statistical d.OI:lmlEﬂt program; the IATTC TUU Vessel List; as well as any other mfmma
tion obtamed m ports and on fishing grounds.

In deciding whether to make such an identification. the Compliance Workmg Group or the Joint
Working Group should consider all relevant matters, mehiding the history, nature, circumstances,
extent, and gravity of the act or omission that may have [diminished][undenmined] the effective-
ness of [ATTC conservation and managem&nt Imeasures.

.....................

OIiEs10n that led to their identification. and Jhall ‘notify them of the following:
the reason(s) for the 1dentification. with all available supporting evidence;

the opportumity to respond to the Commission in writing, at least 30 days prior to the pext Annmal
Meeting of the Commnussion with regard to the identification decision and other relevant informa-
tion, for example, evidence refuting the identification or, where appropriate, a plan of action for
improvement and the steps they have taken to rectify the situation; and

in the case of a non.CPC, invite it to participate as an observer at the Annual Meeting where the

issue will be considered and a3 appmpmte mvite it to consider becomng a cuuperanug non-
Party.

paragraph 2 to rectify the act or omission that led to their identification under p paragraph 2 5o as not to
[diminish]lundermine] the effectiveness of IATTC conservation and management measures.

The Commussion, through the Director, shall, by more than one means of commumication, fransmit |
the Commission's request and notification to the 1dentified CPC' urnﬂn—CPC a.ud seek fo ﬂlznam mn— [ Deleted: party ]
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10

11

13.

14.

firmation from the CPC or the non CPC that it received the notification.

The Compliance Working Group or the Joint Working Group shall evaluate the respomse of each CPC
or non-CPC, together with any new information, and recommend that the Commussion decide on one
of the following actions to be applied to each CPC and non . CPC:

a.  revoke its identification made pursuant to paragraph 2;
b.  continue its identification made pursuant to paragraph 2; or

c.  adopt non-discnminatory trade restrictive measures.

Notwithstanding the consultation requirement. the absence of a response from CPCs or non-CPCs .-

within the time limit set forth in paragraph 3 shall not prevent action by the Commission.

Trade-restmictive measures shall be considered by the Compliance Working Group or the Joint Work-
abcn.e aud

ng Gmun only after efforts have been made to consult. uu.r"uant to 'IJaIﬂ“Tﬂ'IJ]la i4 and

pIoven unsuu:cesrflﬂ

The Commission shall notify the CPCs and non-CPCs concerned of the decision made pursuant to .-

parazraph 6 and the undertying reasons for such a decision. in accordance with the notification proce- |
dures specified in paragraph 3. l::'

If the Commussion decides on the action descnibed in paragraph &6.c, it shall recommend to the CPCs,
ursuant to Articles 1.2 and I1.5 of the JATTC Convention. to take specific non-discriminatory trade

restrictive measures. consistent with their respective intermational oblizations. including those con-
tamed m the WTO Agresment.

CPCs shall notify the Commussion of any measures that they have taken for the implementation of the .

non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures adopted in accordance with paragraph 8.

In order for the Commission to recommend discontimming an identification. or the lifting of trade re-

strictive measures, the Compliance Working Group and/or the Joint Working Group shall review each - ¢
year all trade restrictive measures adopted in accordance with paragraphs 6 and & and provide_as ap-

propriate. opportunities for participation in the review by any affected CPC or non-CPC. Should this

review show that the situation has been rectified, the Compliance Working Group or the Joint Werk- -
ing Group, as appropriate, shall recommend to the Commission disconfining the identification or the
lifting of the non-dl&mmmatm ‘trade Testrictive measures_ as approprate. Such decisions should also
take info consideration whether the CPCs and/or non:CPCs concemed have taken concrete measures |

] the effectivensss of IATTC conservation and managemeut measures, the Commission may rec-;

cumm&ud mmediate action regarding that CPC or non.CPC, including, as appropriate, rg«_:cu;.p_.nm_:t_d.l.nﬂ
the re-imposition of trade restrictive measures in accordance with pmgaph__& Before making such a

decision, the Cnmm.lssmn shall ask the CPC or :1011-( PC concemed fo, u.urnfd.latel:t' ré-:-nﬂ the actor! ;

omission which the Commuission has defernimed requures ires immediate action 1 and shall provide the CPC
or nonCPC with a reasonable opportumity to respond. !

T]:u: Cnmmlssmu shall establish annually a list of CPCs and non_CPCs that are subject to a trade re- ,

The Commission recogmizes the importance of market access, consistent with national legislation, for
fish and fish products caught in conformity with the conservation and management measures of the
IATTC. to promote compliance with such measures.
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Appendix 3i.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL C-1

SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

RESOLUTION ON A TROPICAL TUNAS AND SWORDFISH CATCH
CERTIFICATION SCHEME

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

This Resolution is intended to help support the implementation of conservation and management
measures, improve control and data gathering as well as scientific research, for tropical tunas — yellowfin,
bigeye and skipjack - and swordfish falling under the IATTC competence, considering the pressure on
these stocks in the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), the impact which market factors have on these resources
and fisheries, and the need to control trade flows in order to combat illegal, unreported and unregulated
fishing.

This Resolution also intends to rationalise the current catch documentation obligations, notably for the
exporting CPCs. On one hand, the Resolution C-03-01 concerning the IATTC Bigeye Tuna Statistical
document programme will be superseded by the adoption of this Resolution and, on the other hand, the
new catch certification required can be used in the framework of the new European Union 1UU
Regulation. As a result of the adoption of this Resolution, it will no longer be necessary to provide
documentation related to the above referred scheme.

IATTC has adopted or is in progress of doing so some conservation and management measures for the
main targeted species falling under its competence. These measures aim at preserving the stocks while
exploiting these in a responsible way by freezing the fishing capacity of the fleets targeting these stocks
as well as minimizing the impact of illegal, unregulated and unreported (IUU) fishing in the EPO area.
(Note: this sentence is not clear. Above is just a suggestion)

Flag States have the duty to ensure that their vessels conduct their fishing activities in a responsible
manner, fully respecting IATTC conservation and management measures. In addition, there is a need for
improvement and strict control on all the components involved in tuna and tuna like species fisheries. Port
States remain responsible to promote the effectiveness of management measures adopted by regional
fisheries management organizations.

Moreover, there is a complementary role of importing States that also have the control of the catches
caught in the IATTC area of competence to ensure compliance with IATTC Resolutions. An effective
control of the movements of these catches, tracking of the product from the point of capture throughout
the whole operation to its final market, has to be established.

In conformity with international law, notably as regards the World Trade Organization (WTO), and to
ensure that all catches entering markets of CPCs of the Agreement establishing the IATTC area are
caught in a manner that does not diminish the effectiveness of IATTC Resolutions.

In order to be consistent, notably with the management measures taken in other RFMO, and to improve
the results of the IATTC conservation and management measures for the species falling under its
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competence, it is recommended to implement a new catch certification scheme contributing to a better
management of these stocks.

RESOLUTION ON A TROPICAL TUNAS AND SWORDFISH CATCH
CERTIFICATION SCHEME

The Inter American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC),
RECOGNIZING the impact that market factors have on the fishery;

CONCERNED by the impact that illegal, unregulated and unreported (IUU) fishing has in the IATTC
Convention Area;

REITERATING the responsibilities of flag States to ensure that their vessels conduct their fishing
activities in a responsible manner, fully respecting IATTC Resolutions;

NOTING the need for improved and strict control on all the components involved in tropical tunas and
swordfish fisheries;

MINDFUL of the rights and obligations of port States to promote the effectiveness of management
measures adopted by regional fisheries management organizations;

UNDERLINING the complementary role that importing States also have in the control of the catches of
tropical tunas and swordfish to ensure compliance with IATTC Resolutions;

RECOGNIZING that in order to have effective control of the movements of tropical tunas and swordfish,
strict tracking of the product from the point of capture throughout the whole operation to its final market
has to be established;

COMMITTED to taking steps that conform with international law, notably as regards the World Trade
Organization (WTO), and to ensure that tropical tunas and swordfish entering markets of Commission
Members, Associate members of IATTC and non-members of IATTC is caught in IATTC Convention
Area in a manner that does not diminish the effectiveness of IATTC Resolutions;

UNDERLINING that the adoption of this measure is intended to help support the implementation of
Resolutions as well as scientific research for tropical tunas and swordfish stocks;

ADOPTS, in accordance with the provisions of Article IX, paragraph 1, of the Convention establishing the
IATTC, the following:

PART I
GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. Each Contracting party and Cooperating Non-Contracting party (hereafter referred to as CPCs) shall
take the necessary steps to implement an IATTC Certification Scheme for the purpose of identifying
the origin of tropical tunas and swordfish to which Resolutions apply.

2. For the purpose of this Scheme:

a. "Export" means:

Any movement of tropical tunas and swordfish caught in the IATTC Convention Area by a
fishing vessel flying the flag of a CPC to the territory of another CPC or non-Member to the
IATTC, or from the fishing grounds to the territory of a CPC which is not the flag CPC of the
fishing vessel or to the territory of a non-Member to the IATTC.

b. b) "Import" means:
Any introduction, including for transhipment purposes, of tropical tunas and swordfish in their
caught or processed forms into the territory of a CPC, which is not the CPC where the fishing
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vessel is flagged.
c. ¢)"Re-export" means:

Any movement of tropical tunas and swordfish in their caught or processed forms from the
territory of a CPC where it had been previously imported.

d. d) "Tropical tunas" means:
yellowfin, bigeye and skipkack tunas species.

PART II
TROPICAL TUNAS AND SWORDFISH CATCH CERTIFICATES

3.

10.

11.

Each consignment of tropical tunas and swordfish imported into or exported or re-exported from the
territory of a CPC shall be accompanied by a validated tropical tunas and swordfish catch certificate
(TTCC) and, as applicable, a validated tropical tunas and swordfish re-export certificate (TTRC). Any
such import, export or re-export of tropical tunas and swordfish without a completed and validated
TTCC or TTRC shall be prohibited.

Each CPC shall provide TTCC forms only to fishing vessels authorized to catch tropical tunas and
swordfish in the IATTC Convention Area. Such forms are not transferable to another fishing vessel.
Each TTCC form shall have a unique document identification number. Document numbers shall be
specific to the flag CPC and assigned to the fishing vessel.

Copies of TTCC shall follow each part of split consignments or processed product, using the unique
document number of the original TTCC in order to track them.

CPCs shall keep copies of documents issued and received for at least two years.

Export, import and re-export of fish parts other than the meat (i.e., heads, eyes, roes, guts and tails)
shall be exempted from the requirements of this Resolution.

The fishing vessel masters, or their authorized representative, or the authorized representative of the
flag CPC shall complete the TTCC, if possible electronically, by providing the required information
in appropriate sections and request its validation in accordance with paragraph 10, on each occasion
that they export tropical tuna and swordfish products.

A validated TTCC shall include the information identified in Annex 1 forms attached. In cases where
a section of the TTCC model does not provide enough room to completely track movement of
tropical tunas and swordfish from catch to trade, the needed information section may be expanded as
necessary and attached as annex. The competent authority of the CPC shall validate the annex as soon
as possible, but not later than the next movement of tropical tunas and swordfish.

a. The TTCC must be validated by an authorized government official, or other authorized individual
or institution, of the flag CPC of the fishing vessel.

b. The flag CPC shall validate the TTCC for tropical tuna products only when all the information
contained in the TTCC has been established to be accurate as a result of the verification of the
consignment, and only when those products comply with all relevant provisions of the
Resolutions.

Where the tropical tunas and swordfish quantities caught and landed are less than 1 metric ton or
three fish, the logbook or the sales note may be used as a temporary TTCC, pending the validation of
the TTCC within seven days and prior to export.

PART Ilbis —- TROPICAL TUNAS AND SWORDFISH SIMPLIFIED CATCH CERTIFICATE

12.

This Part shall apply to fishing vessels of CPCs
with an overall length of less than 12 meters without towed gear; or
with an overall length of less than 8 meters with towed gear; or
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without a superstructure; or
of less than measured 20 GT.

13. Catches from CPC fishing vessels referred to in point 12 which are only landed in the flag CPC of the
vessels and which together constitute one consignment may be accompanied by a simplified catch
certificate instead of the catch certificate referred to in Part 11, points 3-11, of this resolution.

14. The simplified catch certificate shall contain all the information specified in Annex IV of this
resolution and shall be validated by a public authority of the CPC with necessary powers to attest the
accuracy of the information.

15. The validation of the simplified catch certificate shall be requested by the exporter of the consignment
upon submission to the public authority of all information specified in the specimen shown in Annex
IV of this resolution.

PART Il
TROPICAL TUNAS AND SWORDFISH RE-EXPORT CERTIFICATES

16. Each CPC shall ensure that each tropical tunas and swordfish consignment which is re-exported from
its territory be accompanied by a validated TTRC.

17. The operator who is responsible for the re-export shall complete the TTRC by providing the required
information in its appropriate sections and request its validation for the tropical tunas and swordfish
consignment to be re-exported. The completed TTRC shall be accompanied by a copy of the
validated TTCC relating to the tropical tuna and swordfish products previously imported.

18. The TTRC shall be validated by an authorized government official or authority.
19. The CPC shall validate the TTRC for tropical tunas and swordfish product only when:
a. all the information contained in the TTRC has been established to be accurate,

b. the validated TTCC(s) submitted in support to the TTRC had been accepted for the importation of
the products declared on the TTRC,

c. the products to be re-exported are wholly or partly the same products on the validated TTCC(s)
and

d. acopy of the TTCC(s) shall be attached to the validated TTRC.
20. The validated TTRC shall include the information identified in Annex 2 forms attached.

PART IV
COMMUNICATION AND VERIFICATION

21. Each CPC shall communicate, if possible electronically, a copy of all validated TTCCs or TTRCs
within fifteen working days following the date of validation, or without delay where the expected
duration of the transportation should not take more than fifteen working days, to the following:

a. the competent authorities of the CPC where the tropical tunas and swordfish will be imported,
and

b. the IATTC Secretariat.

22. The IATTC Secretariat shall extract from the validated TTCCs or communicated under paragraph 17
above the information marked with an asterisk in Annex 1 or Annex 2 forms and enter this
information in a database on a password protected section of its website, as soon as practicable.

At its request, the Scientific Committee shall have access to the catch information contained in the
database, except the vessel names.
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23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

Each CPC shall ensure that its competent authorities, or other authorized individual or institution,
take steps to identify each consignment of tropical tunas and swordfish imported into or exported or
re-exported from its territory and request and examine the validated TTCC(s) and related
documentation of each consignment of tropical tunas and swordfish.

These competent authorities, or authorized individuals or institutions, may also examine the content
of the consignment to verify the information contained in the TTCC and in related documents and,
where necessary, shall carry out verifications at with the operators concerned.

If, as a result of examinations or verifications carried out pursuant to paragraph 23, a doubt arises
regarding the information contained in a TTCC, the final importing CPC and the CPC whose
competent authorities validated the TTCC(s) or TTRC(s) shall cooperate to resolve such doubts.

If a CPC involved in trade of tropical tunas and swordfish identifies a consignment with no TTCC or
no valid TTCC, it shall notify the findings to the exporting CPC and, where known, the flag CPC.

Pending the examinations or verifications under paragraph 23 to confirm compliance of the tropical
tunas and swordfish consignment with the requirements in the present Resolution and any other
relevant measures adopted by IATTC, the CPC shall not grant its release for import or export.

Where a CPC, as a result of examination or verifications under paragraph 23 and in cooperation with
the validating authorities concerned, determines that a TTCC or TSRC is invalid, the import, export
or re-export of the tropical tunas and swordfish products concerned shall be prohibited.

The Commission shall request the non-CPCs that are involved in import, export or re-export of
tropical tunas and swordfish to cooperate with the implementation of the Scheme and to provide to
the Commission data obtained from such implementation.

PART V
COMMUNICATION OF DATA

29.

30.

31.

32.

CPCs that validate TTCCs in respect of their flag fishing vessels and/or TTRCs, shall notify to the
IATTC Secretariat:

a. the name and full address of their authorities responsible for validating and verifying TTCCs or
TTRCs, and

b. the name, title, signature and sample impression of stamp or seal of the validating officials who
are individually empowered.

This notification shall indicate the date at which this entitlement comes into force. A copy of the
provisions adopted in national law for the purpose of implementing the tropical tunas and
swordfish catch certification scheme shall be communicated with the initial notification. Updated
details on validating authorities, officials and national provisions shall be communicated to the
IATTC Secretariat in a timely fashion.

The information on validating authorities and officials transmitted by notifications to the IATTC
Secretariat shall be placed on a password protected page of the database on validation held by the
IATTC Secretariat. The list of the CPCs having notified their validating authorities, officials and the
dates of entry into force of the entitlement shall be placed on a publicly accessible website held by the
IATTC Secretariat.

CPCs are encouraged to access this information to help verify the validation of TTCCs and TTRCs.

Each CPC shall notify to the IATTC Secretariat the points of contact (name and full address of the
authorities) that should be informed when there are questions related to TTCCs or TTRCs.

Notification pursuant to paragraphs 25, 26 and 27 shall be sent by CPCs to the IATTC Secretariat, by
electronic means, whenever possible.
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33.

34.

35.

36.
37.

CPCs shall provide to the IATTC Secretariat a report each year by October 1 for the period from July
1 of the preceding year to June 30 of the current year to provide the information described in Annex
3.

The IATTC Secretariat shall post these reports on a password protected section of the IATTC
website, as soon as practicable. At its request, the Scientific Committee shall have access to the
reports received by the IATTC Secretariat.

This Resolution will be revised during the IATTC 2012 Annual Meeting, with the view of expanding
the scope of application of the IATTC Catch Certification Scheme to all tuna and tuna like
species falling under the IATTC competence as well as any other elements deemed to be revised.

CPCs will also consider the implementation of an integrated electronic catch certification scheme in a
view to progressively and completely replace the paper-based one.

The provisions of this recommendation enter into force on 1st January 2011

IATTC Resolution C-03-01 concerning the IATTC Bigeye tuna statistical document programme is
superseded by this Resolution.
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Appendix 3j.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL C-2

SUBMITTED BY JAPAN
RESOLUTION ON IATTC CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Concerned that illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fisheries are still one of the factors hampering
sustainable use of fishery resources;

Recognizing that the ICCAT Catch Documentation Scheme for Atlantic bluefin tuna is working
effectively to prevent IUU products from entering the market;

Recalling that one of the reasons why some countries proposed to list several shark species in CITES
Appendix Il at the COP 15 of CITES in Doha was lack of information on sharks;

Further recalling that participants in the Joint Tuna RFMO workshop on Monitoring, Control and
Surveillance held in Barcelona from 3 to 5 June 2010 supported the expansion of the catch documentation
scheme to species other than Atlantic bluefin tuna and southern bluefin tuna;

Recognizing that special consideration should be given to implementation of the catch documentation
scheme for sharks;

Determined to take further measures to combat IUU fisheries and collect information on catch and trade;
Resolves as follows:

PART |
GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. Each Member and Cooperating non-Member of the Commission (hereafter “CMC”) shall take the
necessary steps to implement an IATTC Catch Documentation Scheme for the purpose of identifying
the origin of tunas and tuna-like species and other species of fish taken by vessels fishing for tunas
and tuna-like species in the Convention Area to which conservation and management measures apply.
Initially, the species subject to the Scheme (hereafter “the Species™) shall : Tunas: Yellowfin tuna
(Thunnus albacares); bigeye tuna (Thunnus obesus); skipjack tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis); albacore
tuna (Thunnus alalunga); Pacific bluefin tuna (Thunnus orientalis); Swordfish (Xiphias gladius);
Sharks: silky shark (Carcharhinus falciformis); oceanic whitetip shark (Carcharhinus longimanus);
blue shark (Prionace glauca); porbeagle shark (Lamna nasus); mako sharks (Isurus spp.); thresher
sharks (Alopias spp.); hammerhead sharks (Sphyrna spp.); and other sharks.

2. For the purposes of this Program:
a) "Export" means:

Any movement of the Species caught in the Convention Area by a fishing vessel flying the flag of a
CMC to the territory of another CMC or non-Member of the IATTC, or from the fishing grounds to
the territory of a CMC which is not the flag CMC of the fishing vessel or to the territory of a non-
Member of the IATTC.
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b) "Import" means:

Any introduction of the Species in their caught or processed forms into the territory of a CMC, which
is not the CMC where the fishing vessel is flagged (flag CMC).

c) "Re-export" means:

Any movement of the Species in their caught or processed forms from the territory of a CMC to
which it had been previously imported.

d) “Transshipment” means:

Any transfer of fish from vessels that have caught the fish to carrier vessels, either at sea or in port.

PART II
CATCH DOCUMENTS

3.

10.

Each consignment of the Species imported into or exported or re-exported from the territory of a
CMC shall be accompanied by a validated IATTC catch document (IACD) and, as applicable, a
validated IATTC re-export certificate (IARC). Any such import, export or re-export of the Species
without a completed and validated IACD or IARC shall be prohibited.

Each CMC shall provide IACD forms only to fishing vessels authorized to catch the Species in the
Convention Area. Such forms are not transferable to another fishing vessel. Each IACD form shall
have a unique document identification number. Document numbers shall be specific to the flag CMC
and assigned to the fishing vessel.

Copies of IACD shall follow each part of split consignments or processed product, using the unique
document number of the original IACD in order to track them.

CMCs shall keep copies of IACDs issued or received for at least two years.

Export, import and re-export of fish parts other than the meat and shark fins (i.e., heads, eyes, roes,
guts, bones and tails) shall be exempted from the requirements of this Resolution. Products for hand
carrying by travelers shall also be exempted from the requirements of this Resolution.

The fishing vessel masters, or their authorized representative, or the authorized representative of the
flag CMC shall complete the IACD, by providing the required information in appropriate sections and
request its validation for catch information and transshipment information in accordance with
paragraph 10. The exporter shall complete the IACD for the trade information and request its
validation in accordance with paragraph 10.

The form of the IACD shall be Annex 1. Each space may be expanded as necessary. All the annexes
shall be filled in in accordance with the attached instruction sheets. CMCs are strongly encouraged to
introduce electronic forms.

a) The Catch Information section, the Transshipment Information section, and the Trade information
section with respect to the exported products of the IACD shall be validated respectively by an
authorized government official, or other authorized individual or institution, of the flag CMC of
the fishing vessel. Each section shall not be validated until the previous section is validated.

b) Notwithstanding paragraph a), if a fishing vessel operates in waters under the jurisdiction of
another CMC (hereafter “coastal CMC”), the Catch Information section of the IACD may be
validated by an authorized government official, or other authorized individual or institution, of
the coastal CMC. If the catch is landed at a port within the territory of a coastal CMC, it may be
treated as domestic landing of the coastal CMC, which therefore does not require completion of
the Trade Information section as long as the fish stays within the coastal CMC. If the fish is
exported from the coastal CMC, the Trade Information section may be validated by the coastal
CMC.
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c) Notwithstanding paragraph a), if a fishing vessel operates under a charter arrangement with
another CMC (hereafter “chartering CMC”), the Catch Information section of the IACD shall be
validated by an authorized government official, or other authorized individual or institution, of
the chartering CMC.

d) Each section of the IACD shall be validated only when all the information contained in the
section has been established to be accurate as a result of the verification of the consignment, and
only when those products comply with all relevant provisions of the IATTC conservation and
management measures.

e) Validation shall not be required in the event that each fish available for sale is tagged, in
accordance with paragraph 25, by the flag CMC of the fishing vessel that caught the Species.
However, the IACD shall be completed and accompany the products. In the case that the Species
is traded in a fresh or chilled form, a tag shall be attached to it. By the end of 2012, the IATTC
shall develop an electronic tagging system in which the information can be retrieved instantly
from the tag by any person with a designated scanner.

f) The IATTC shall develop an electronic validation scheme by the end of 2012 where electronic
forms are electronically validated and communicated to other CMCs and the Secretariat.

11. When the Species quantities caught and landed are less than one metric ton, the vessel logbook or the
sales note may be used as a temporary IACD, pending the validation of the IACD within seven days
and prior to export.

12. When the Species are caught by artisanal fishing vessels and exported, Annex 2 may be used as the
IACD to aggregate landings by multiple vessels. Each space may be expanded as necessary.

PART Il
SPECIES DESTINED TO PROCESSING PLANTS

13. In the case that the Species is caught by purse seiners and brought to processing plants, the catch
information may be validated at processing plants. Such processing plants shall be within the
territory of a CMC and registered with the Commission.

14. Notwithstanding paragraph 10 a), validation at processing plants may be done by an authorized
government official, or other authorized individual or institution of the CMC where the processing
plant is situated.

15. Annex 3 may be used as the IACD for the Species destined to processing plants.

16. CMCs where the processing plants are situated shall submit an annual report to the Secretariat that
describes information by plant and catching vessel including the reported weight, the validated weight
and the product weight for the preceding year by June 30 of the following year. The format of the
annual report is Annex 4.

PART IV
SHARKS

17. When shark catch is recorded in the Catch Information section of the IACD form, both the weight and
the number of the shark shall be specified, by species or species group.

18. When the shark bodies and fins are separated and transshipped or traded, bodies and fins shall be
recorded in the Transshipment or Trade Information section of the IACD form separately.

19. Annex 1 shall also be used for sharks. Nevertheless, if sharks or shark fins caught and landed by
different fishing vessels are aggregated, and the whole or part of the aggregated products is transacted
and traded, Annex 5 may be used to record such transaction and trade. In this case, Annex 5 shall be
accompanied by the copy or original of all the relevant IACDs (Annex 1).
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PART V
RE-EXPORT CERTIFICATES

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Each CMC shall ensure that the Species consignment which is re-exported from its territory be
accompanied by a validated IARC.

The operator who is responsible for the re-export shall complete the IARC by providing the required
information in its appropriate sections and request its validation for the Species consignment to be re-
exported. The completed IARC shall be accompanied by a copy of the validated IACD relating to the
Species products previously imported.

The IARC shall be validated by an authorized government official, or other authorized individual or
institution.

The CMC shall validate the IARC for the Species product only when:
a) all the information contained in the IARC has been established to be accurate,

b) the validated IACD(s) submitted in support to the IARC had been accepted for the importation of
the products declared on the IARC,

¢) the products to be re-exported are wholly or partly the same products on the validated IACD(s)
and

d) acopy of the IACD(s) shall be attached to the validated IARC.
The form of the IARC shall be Annex 6. Each space may be expanded as necessary.

PART VI
TAGGING

25.

26.

In the case that each fish available for sale is tagged, the flag CMCs shall require their fishing vessels
to affix a tag to each fish no later than the time of landing or transshipping. Tags shall have unique
country-specific numbers and be tamper-proof. The fishing vessel masters, or their authorized
representative, or the authorized representative of the flag CMC shall complete Annex 7 to be
attached to Annex 1 and indicate the total by species in the Catch Information Section of Annex 1. A
summary of the implementation of the tagging program shall be submitted to the Secretariat by the
CMC.

When sharks are separated into bodies and fins on board the catching vessels and tagged, bodies and
fins shall be tagged, respectively. CMCs that implement tagging for sharks shall develop special tags
which shall allow matching of bodies and fins from the same individuals.

PART VII
COMMUNICATION AND VERIFICATION

27.

28.

29.

Each CMC shall communicate electronically to the Secretariat a copy of all validated IACDs or
IARCs within five working days following the date of validation, or without delay where the
expected duration of the transportation should not be more than five working days. In the case of
tagging, each CMC shall communicate electronically a copy of all IACDs including Annex 7 as soon
as possible to the Secretariat.

The Secretariat shall extract from the IACDs or IARCs communicated under paragraph 27 above the
information marked with an asterisk in Annex 1 through 7 and enter this information in a database on
a password protected section of its website, as soon as practicable. At its request, the Scientific
Advisory Committee shall have access to the catch information contained in the database, except the
vessel names.

Each CMC shall ensure that its competent authorities, or other authorized individual or institution,
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30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

take steps to identify each consignment of the Species imported into or exported or re-exported from
its territory and request and examine the validated IACD(s) and related documentation of each
consignment of the Species. These competent authorities, or authorized individuals or institutions,
may also examine the content of the consignment to verify the information contained in the IACD
and in related documents and, where necessary, shall carry out verifications with the operators
concerned.

If, as a result of examinations or verifications carried out pursuant to paragraph 29, a doubt arises
regarding the information contained in a IACD, the importing CMC and the CMC whose competent
authorities validated the IACD(s) or IARC(s) shall cooperate to resolve such doubts.

If a CMC involved in trade of the Species identifies a consignment with no IACD or no valid IACD,
it shall notify the findings to the exporting CMC and, where known, the flag CMC.

Pending the examinations or verifications under paragraph 29 to confirm compliance of the Species
consignment with the requirements in the present Resolution and any other relevant measures adopted
by IATTC, the CMC shall not grant its release for import or export.

When a CMC, as a result of examination or verifications under paragraph 29 and in cooperation with
the validating authorities concerned, determines that an IACD or IARC is invalid, the import, export
or re-export of the Species products concerned shall be prohibited.

The Commission shall request the non-CMCs that are involved in import, export or re-export of the
Species to cooperate with the implementation of the Scheme to provide to the Commission data
obtained from such implementation.

PART VIII
COMMUNICATION OF DATA

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

CMCs that validate IACDs in respect of their flag fishing vessels and/or IARCs, shall notify to the
Secretariat:

a) the name and full address of their authorities responsible for validating and verifying IACDs or
IARCs, and

b) the name, title, and signature of the validating officials who are individually empowered. This
notification shall indicate the date at which this title comes into force. A copy of the provisions
adopted in national law for the purpose of implementing the catch documentation program shall
be communicated with the initial notification. Updated details on validating authorities, officials
and national provisions shall be communicated to the Secretariat in a timely fashion.

The information on validating authorities and officials transmitted by notifications to the Secretariat
shall be placed on a password protected section of its website held by the Secretariat. The list of the
CMCs having notified their validating authorities and officials, and the dates of entry into force of the
title, shall be placed on a publicly accessible website held by the Secretariat. CMCs are encouraged
to access this information to help verify the validation of IACDs and IARCs.

Each CMC shall notify to the Secretariat the points of contact (name and e-mail address) that should
be informed when there are questions related to IACDs or IARCs.

Notification pursuant to paragraphs 35, 36 and 37 shall be sent by CMCs to the Secretariat, by
electronic means.

CMC:s shall provide to the Secretariat a report each year by April 1 for the preceding year to provide
the information described in Annex 8. The Secretariat shall post these reports on a password
protected section of the website, as soon as practicable. At its request, the Scientific Advisory
Committee shall have access to the reports received by the Secretariat.
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PART IX
OTHERS

40. This Resolution shall enter into force on January 1, 2012. The Commission will hold a preparatory
workshop in 2011.

41. This Resolution will be reviewed and revised if necessary in 2013 with the view to expanding the
scope of application of the Catch Documentation Scheme to species other than the Species as well as
any other elements deemed to be revised. Such expansion of the scope shall take into account
scientific advice from the Scientific Advisory Committee.

Resolution C-03-01 (Resolution on IATTC Bigeye Tuna Statistical Document Programme) is superseded
by this Resolution.
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Appendix 3K.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

80™" MEETING

LA JOLLA, CALIFORNIA (USA)
8-12 JUNE 2009

PROPOSAL IATTC-80 A1-A

SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH A LIST OF VESSELS THAT HAVE

Deleted: PRESUMED TO
HAVE CARRIED OUT

ENGAGED IN ILLEGAL, UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED FISHING
ACTIVITIES IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN

The Inter-dmerican Tropical Tuna Commission (I4TTC):

Recalling that the FAQ Council adopted on 23 June 2001 an International Plan of Action to Prevent, De-
ter and Eliminate Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing (TPOA-IUTT), which stipulates that the
identification of the vessels camrying out illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUL) fishing activities
should follow agreed procedures and be applied in an equitable, transparent and non-discriminatory way;

the conservation and management measures adopted by the IATTC;

Further concerned that there is a possibility that vessel owners engaged in such fishing activities may
have re-flagged their vessels to avoid compliance with IATTC measures;

Determined to address the challenge of an merease in IUU fishing activities by way of measures to be
applied in respect to vessels, without prejudice to further measures adopted in respect of Parties, Coope-
rating Non-Parties, Cooperating fishing entities and regional economic integration orgamizations (collec-
tively “CPCs”) and non-CPCs under the relevant IATTC instruments;

Considering the action undertaken in other regional tuna fishenes orgamzations to address this 1ssue;

Conscious of the need to address, as a matter of prionity. the issue of vessels conducting TUT fishing ac-
tivities;

Noting that efforts to prevent, deter and elimimate [UU fishing nost be addressed m the light of all rele-
vant international fisheries mstruments, and in accordance with the nights and obligations established in
the World Trade Orgamzation (WTO) Agreement; and

Ackmowledging the importance of due process and the participation of the parties invelved;
Resolves as follows:

Identification of TUT Activities

1. At each Annual Meeting, the Commission shall identify those vessels that have engaged in
fishing activities for species covered by the Convention within the Convention Areain a
manner which has [undermined] [diminished] the effectiveness of the Convention and the
IATTC measures in force, and shall establish. and amend in subsequent years as necessary, a
list of such vessels (the IUU Vessel List), in accordance with the procedures and criteria set
out n this Resolution.
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This identificlation shall be suitably documented, based on, inter alia, reports from CPCs re-
lating to IATTC resolutions in force, trade information obtained on the basis of relevant trade
statistics such as Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAQ) data, sta-
tistical decuments and other national or international verifiable statistics, as well as any other
information ebtained from Port States and/or gathered from the fishing grounds. Information
from CPCs should be provided in the format approved by the Commission.

For the purposes of this resolution, vessels ﬁshing" for species covered by the IATTC Convention
within the Convention Area are presumed to have carmed out IUU fishing activities, as descnbed in
the IPOA-IUT, when a CPC presents suitably documented information that such vessels, inter alia:

2. Are not on the IATTC Regional Vessel Register, or

b, [Harvest species covered by the Convention in waters under the jurisdiction of another State,
without permission of that State, or in contravention of its laws and regulations [7]

Engaged in fishing activifies in a manner that undermines the attaimment of the objectives of the

Convention mn waters over which the existence of a CPC’s sovereisnty 1s recogmized by all CPCs.

or]
c. Make false reports or fail to record or report their catches made in the Convention Area, or

d.  Engage in fishing activities in a closed area or dunng a closure peniod, or
e.  Use prohibited fishing gear or fishing methods, or

f  Transship with [, participate in joint fishing operations with, suppert, or resupply] vessels m-
cluded in the IUTT Veszel List, or

[Ira.ur h.uJ with ‘.ersels LllE‘].l.]dEd n ﬂle Iy ‘.’es;el List, ora vessel llﬂt mcludf.-d on the IElE‘.‘Eﬂlt

Ls-ter or the relevant v e,sel rem,ters ofthe "F. CPFC or T.he IOTC or]

h.  Are without nationality, or

1. Engage in fishing activities that [indermine] [dimmish] the provisions of the Convention or any
other IATTC conservation and management measures, or

J.  [Are under the control of the owner or operator of any vessel on the IUTT Vessel List ]

Area shall make efforts to advise and provide switably documented information to the pertinent flaz
State. if known. The flag State shall prompthy acknowledze receipt of the notification and nutiate m-

vestizations of the alleged activities. After the investization is completed the flag State shall transnut
areport of the mvestization of the alleged case to the reporting CPC. with a copv to the Director.]

At least 120 days before the Anmmal Meeting, each CPC shall transmit to the Director a list of vessels
presumed to have carnied out IUU fishing activities in the Convention Area during the current or pre-
gaphs Jor3 abcr;-e_::-onmm-ﬁé_tﬂ; presumption of IUTT fishing activity, and shall also make efforts
to simultaneously send the same mformation to the flag State of the vessel. if known.

Draft TUTT Vessel List

1

Fishinz, as included here, shall also pertain to activites of camier and bunker vessals operating in the IATTC Con-

xention Avea,

[? Reference to the FAQ IUTT IPOA at para 3.1.1. This provision is not intended to prejudice the rights or obliga-

tions of any CPC wath regard to matters or clamms under international law of mantinee prisdiction or boundanes,
or disputes related thereto.]
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10.

11.

13.

. CPCs may at any time submit to the Director any additional information that may be relevant to the

On the basis of the information received pursuant to paragraph 3 above, or other information as de- | Deleted: incorporating vessels
scribed in this paragraph. the Director shall draw up a Draft [UU Vessel List with the list of potential - “meat [UU Vessel List
TULT vessels received per paragraph 5. The Director shall also autcumatlcall}f melude on this Draft - Deleted: , vessels on the Cument
TUU Vessel List any vessel, which dunng the current or previous I vears fished in the Convention \:\ U Vssel List:

Area in a manner that meets the criteria established in paragraph 3 of this resolution__At least 90 days| Uﬂﬂtﬁ:d and, base oa amy ofher)
before the Anmual Meeting of the Commuzsion, the Dhrector shall tramsmit the consolidated Diraft l'LTU ',u at the Directar's disposal, sny
Vessel List, together with all the available supporting mformation, to all CPCs, as well as to non.| -|. other vessels that meet the critaria)

CPCs with vessels on the Draft IUT Vessel List. lfl.l ||lestalished in pammeaph 3 of s
. . |'.I|| Deleted: messure

The Draft TUT Vessel List, as well as the Provisional IUT Vessel List and the IUTT Vessel List de- 'III', b

scribed below, shall contain the following details for each vessel, where available: |I||I|1 Deleted: resclution

2. Name and previcus names; IIIIIIII Deleted: 12 monthe, ]

b. Flag and previous flags;

c.  Owmer and previous owners;

d. Operator and previous operators;

e.  Call sign and previous call signs; Deleted: Secremnat

f  Length overall;

g.  Lloyds Register Fairplay (LEF) number;

h  Photographs;

i Date first included on the List; and

1o Summary of activities that justify inclusion of the vessel on the List, together with reference to all

relevant documents informing of and evidencing those activities.

The Director shall make documented efforts to notify the relevant flag States, at least 73 days before
the anmual meeting, of their vessel’s inclusion on the Draft TUT Vessel List and/or presumed TUU ac-
tivities and provide a copy of the pertinent suitably documented information. The Director shall re-
quest the flag State to promptly acknowledge receipt of the notification. If no acknowledgement 15
received from the relevant flag State within 10 days of the date of transmittal, the Director shall re-
transmut the notification through an alternate means or channels of commumication and in a manner
that can be documented.

The Director shall request each CPC and non-CPC with vessels on the Draft TUTT Vessel List to noti-
fy the owner of the vessels of their inclusion on the Draft List, and of the consequences should they ——
be included in the IATTC JUU Vessel List to be adopted by the Commiission at ifs Annual Meeting .| Deleted: ofier imcheion i de

Upon receipt of the Draft IULU Vessel List, CPCs shall closely monitor the vessels included in that
List in order to follow their activities and possible changes of name, flag, operator and/or registered
CWIIEr.

As appropnate, CPCs and non-CPCs with vessels on the Draft IUTT Vessel List may transmit com-
ments to the Director at any time, but no later than 30 days before the Annual Meeting, including
suitably documented information pursuant to paragraph 15,

Deleted: Showing that their

vessels on the Draft UL Vessel List. The Drector may alse add any relevant information m this re- | % Deleted: [or the laws and
regard for the reference of the CPCs. ;| Teglmons of 2 S when fxhi
| im waters under the jurisdiction of
The Director shall re-circulate, at least two weeks i advance of the Annual Meeting of the Commis- . /
sion, to the CPCs and the non-CPCs concemed, the Draft TUTT Vessel List, together with all of the | Deleted: of have fshed ex-

suitably documented information received pursuant to paragraphs 5, 11, and 12. oy the IATTC Comeni .
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Provisional IUU Vessel Li

14.

17.

| Deleted: -ATDCE Joint

order to develop a Provisional IUTT 1E»-'ess;-l:l List. The Working Group shall also make recommr_fnda

|11J]:I3 to the Camn:ussmn rega:dmg any 'L.essels that shxmld be removed from the current ILTU Vessel ™

(111, -

:x | Deleted: Estu:bgbvhcu—PatE]

]Deleted Toint

| Deleted: vessels on the cuTent
| TUMT Vessel List and

. The Working Group shall not include m the Provisional IUU Vessel List any vessel that 1s not on the l Deleted: by faz State

current [UTT Vessel List if the vessel’s flag State has demonstrated that:

a. The vessel fished in a manner consistent with IATTC conservation and management measures [or
the laws and regulations of a State when fishing m waters under the junsdiction of that State], or
have fished exclusively for species not coverad by the IATTC Convention, or

b.  Effective action has been taken in response to the IULT fishing activities in question, including, in-
ter alia, prosecution, and imposition of sanctions of adequate seventy, or

¢.  The case regarding the vessel or vessels mvolved in IUU fishing activities has been settled to the

satisfaction of both the CPC that onginally submitted the vessel for histing and the flag State m-
volved, or

d__ The vessel has changed ownership and that the new owner can establish that the previous owner

no longer has any legal. financial or real mterests in the vessel or exercises control over it, and

that the new owner has not recently participated in IUU fishing activities.

I]:I.E' Working Group shall not m;:lud& a '.aessel on the Provisional IUL List if the nau.ﬁratonprm'l- )

New IUT Vessel List

18.

19.

At its Anmmal Meeting, the Commission shall review the Provisional IUTT Vessel List, taking into ac-
count amy new suitably documented mformation related to vessels on that List and any recommenda-
tions to amend the current IUTT Vessel List and adopt a new [T Vessel List. The Commussion shall
remove 3 vessel from the current IATTC TUU Vessel list only if the vessel’s flag State submnits to the
Dhrector the suitably documented information, de- aragraph 23 of this resolu

Jection to the removal afa vessel fmm the TUU Vessel Tist should be based on the listng criteria in

Upon adopting the new IUTT Vessel List, the Commission shall request CPCs and non-CPCs with
vessels on the IUT Vessel List to:

a. Notify the owner of the inclusion of their vessel(s) on the IUTU Vessel List and the consequences
that result from being included in the List, and

b, Take all necessary measures to eliminate those TULT fishing activities, mcluding, if necessary, the
withdrawal of the remistration or the fishing licenses of these vessels, and to inform the Commis-
sion of the measures taken in this respect.

CPCs shall take all necessary non-discrminatory measures under their applicable legislation, consis-
tent with international law and each CPC’s intemational obligations and paragraphs 36, 56, and 66 of
the IPOA-TULT. to:

a. Ensure that fishing vessels, support vessels, mother ships and carge vessels flying their flag do
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not participate in any transshipment or jomt fishing operations with, support, or resupply, vessels
on the IUTT Vessel List;

Prohibit the chartering of a vessel on the IUT Vessel List;
Refuse to grant their flag to vessels on the UL Vessel List;

Prohibit commercial transactions, imports, landings and/or transshipment of species covered by
the IATTC Convention from vessels on the IUU Vessel List;

Encourage traders, importers, transporters and others involved, to refrain from transactions m,
and transshipment of, species coverad by the IATTC Convention caught by vessels on the IUT
Vessel List;

Collect, and exchange with other CPCs, any appropnate information with the sim of searching
for, controlling and preventing false import'export certificates for species covered by the IATTC
Convention from vessels on the IATTC TUU Vessel List.

21. The Director shall take any measure necessary to ensure publicity of the IUTT Vessel List, in a manner
consistent with any applicable confidentiality requirements, including publishing it on the IATTC
website. Furthermore, the Director shall transnuit the TUTT Vessel List to the FAO and other regional
fisheries management crganizations for the purposes of enhancing co-operation between the IATTC
and these organizations aimed at preventing, deterning and elimmating IUT fishing.

22, Without prejudice to the rights of CPCs and coastal States to take proper action, consistent with mter-
national law, imcluding WTO obligations, the CPCs shall not take any unilateral trade measures or
other sanctions agamst vessels on the Draft or Provisional UL Vessel Lists, pursuant to paragraphs 6
or 17, or that have been removed from the [UT Vessel List. pursuant to paragraphs 13 and 26, cn the
grounds that such vessels are involved in TUU fishing activities.

Modification of the IUT Vessel List

23, CPCs and non-CPCs with a vessel on the IUTT Vessel List may request the removal of the vessel from
the list at any time, ncluding duning the inter-sessional period, by submitting to the Director suitably
documented information demenstrating that:

C.

d

i} It has adopted measures that will seek to ensure that the vessel complies with all IATTC
measures;

i) It will be able to assume effectively flag State duties with regards to the momtering and con-
trol of the vessel's fishing activities in the Convention Area; and

11} It has taken effective action in response to the IUT fishing activities that resulted in the ves-
sel's inclusion m the TUTT Vesse] List, incleding prosecution or the mpoesition of sanctions of
adequate severity; or

The wessel has changed ownership and that the new owner can establish that the previous ovwner

no longer has any legal, financial or real inferests in the vessel or exercises contrel over it, and

that the new owner has not recently participated in IUU fishing activities, or

The case regarding the vessel or vessels that conducted IUT fishing activities has been settled to
the satisfaction of the CPC that ongmally submutted the vessel for lising and the flag State in-
volved. or

the vessel no longer exists.
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24

25

26.

30.

3l

The Director will ransmut the removal request, with all the supporting information, to the CPCs wath-
m 15 days following the receipt of the removal request. CPCs shall promptly acknowledge receipt of
the removal request and may, at that tme, request additional information from the requesting flag
State. If no acknowledgement is received by the Director within 10 days of the date of transmittal,
the Director shall retransmuit the removal request and, to the extent practicable. shall use additional
means avallable to ensure that the request has been received.

Commissien decisions on a request to remove a vessel during an inter-sessional peniod shall follow
procedures established for decisions by correspondence together with the procedures outlined in pa-
ragraphs 26 and 27. Each CPC shall examine the removal request and notify the Director in writing
of its response, and the rationale therefore, regarding the removal of the vessel within 30 days follow-
ing the notification by the Director. Lack of response from a CPC by the 30-day deadline shall be
considered acceptance of the request to remove the vessel.

If CPCs agree to the removal of the vessel from the IUL Vessel List within the peniod stipulated in
paragraph 23, the Director will inform CPCs, non-CPCs, FAO and other regional fishenies manage-
ment orgamzations, and will remove the vessel from the [UT Vessel List, as published on the IATTC
website.

. Ifa CPC disagrees with the request for the removal of the vessel from the IUTT Vessel List, the vessel

will be mamtaimed on the UL Vessel List and the Director will inform the CPCs andor non-CPCs
that made the removal request.

. All information provided to the Working Group shall be subject to the confidentiality riles of the

IATTC.

This resolution shall be subject to review, and as appropriate, revised.

This resolution replaces Resclution C-05-07.
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Step 1: CURRENT (2008) /CPCS transmit info 0}
IUU List NEW IUU activities
(On Website) and CURRENT ]UU
List to Director
\_ 120 days )
Step 2: Diecriedlss dn Step 3: Director notifies
transmits DRAFT IUU
List to CPCs R flag fState, and flag State
notifies vessel owner: 75
90 days days
Step 4:Flag states (30
days) and CPCs (anytime)
send any relevant
information to Director
Step 6: Step 5: Director re-
PLE,[O[\JJSL?ONQS /transmits DRAFT List and
JWG 4 all relevant info received:
2 weeks
Step 7: (2009) IUU Step 8: Inter-sessional

List Adopted
Commission

removal of vessels from
the [UU list: at any time

IATTC-81 Minutes — September 2010 79



Before An-

nual Meeting Action to be taken Paragraph
STE CPCs transmit to the DIRECTOR information on NEW (2007-2008) IUU activities, and noti-
120 days 5
P1 fy the relevant flag States
STE 90 davs DIRECTOR creates the DRAFT IUU List, based on the CURRENT IUU List and NEW ves- 6 7
P2 y sels, and transmits it to all CPCs and to those non-CPCs with vessels on the List :
(a) DIRECTOR notifies relevant flag States 8
STE
P 3 75 days
(b) FLAG STATES notify vessel owners 9
(a) FLAG STATES transmit to the DIRECTOR information in defense their vessels’ activi-
ste | S09S e 11
P4 At anv time (b) CPCs transmit to the DIRECTOR any additional information related to the vessels on 12
y the DRAFT List
STE 2 weeks The DIRECTOR re-circulates the DRAFT List, with all the information received, to all CPCs 13
P5 and to those non-CPCs with vessels on the DRAFT List
(a) Reviews the DRAFT List and all the information received 14
STE | Joint Working | (b) Creates the PROVISIONAL List
P6 Group 1. Recommends which vessels on the CURRENT List should be removed 14
2. Recommends which NEW vessels should be retained 14-16
(a) Reviews the PROVISIONAL List and all the information received 18
?DTE Commission | (b) Amends the PROVISIONAL List, as appropriate 18, 23
(c) Adopts a new IUU List (for 2009) 18
DIRECTOR receives request for vessel removal and all supporting information 23
15 days from receipt of request: DIRECTOR transmits request and all supporting infor-
STE | Between matior)llto CPCs P ) i PPoring 24
P8 meetings
30 days from receipt of request: CPCs respond with rationale for position 25
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Appendix 3l.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER — 1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL K-1

SUBMITTED BY BELIZE, COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR,
GUATEMALA, NICARAGUA AND PANAMA

Proposal IATTC Al-A was presented by the United States at the 80th meeting of the Commission in June
2009. The present proposal would modify paragraphs 2 and 3 of the section Identification of IUU Activi-
ties, and also the last two paragraphs of that proposal.

it

RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH A LIST OF VESSELS THAT HAVE
ENGAGED IN ILLEGAL, UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED FISHING
ACTIVITIES IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN

T]us ldE]:LI:lfI{‘atan shall be bJ.SE"I W ith clear. prec ise an d “cuu,lstent inter m‘.m on repurts from

tional or iInternational 1.'E11'.ﬁable stal:istifs: as well as any other suitably documented info:maﬁnn ob-7
tamed from Port States and/or gathered from the fishing grounds. Information from CLIC g_g];_o}l}_d_l:r_g
provided in the format approved by the Commission.

For the purposes of this resolution, vessels fishing! for species covered by the L-*;TTC Convention
JAre presumed to have carried out TUU fishing activities within the Convention

when a CPC

(=

‘presents evidence that such vessels have enzazed in the aciivifies set forfhm

a. Cammed out by national or foreign vessels in waters under the junsdiction of a State or fishing
entity, without its permission, or in confravention of its laws and regulations and whose catches
have not been reported, or have been reported maccurately, to the competent national authonty,
in confravention of national laws and regulations.

b. Camed out by national or foreign vessels in waters under the junsdiction of a State or fishing
entity, without its permission, or in contravention of its laws and regulations and whose
activities have been carried out 1n the zone of competence of the IATTC, have not been
reported, or have been reported maccurately, in contravention of the reporting procedures of the
Commission.

¢. Camed out by national or foreign vessels. or vessels without nationality, in waters under the ju-
risdiction of a State or fishing entity, in the zone of application of the JATTC when the flag
State or fishing entity in which they are registered, is not a CMC of the IATTC, in a manmer
which is not consistent with or 15 In contravention of the conservation and management meas-

. Fishing, as included here, shall also pertam to actrvites of camer and bunker vessels operating m the IATTC Con-
vention Area.
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4

measures of the JATTC.

d

Carried out by national or foreign vessels in waters under the jurisdiction of a State or fishing
entity, without its permission, or in contravention of its laws and regulations in zones or in rela-
tion to fish stocks for which there are no applicable conservation or management measures and
in which such fishing activities are camed out in 2 manner which is not consistent with respon-
sibilities regarding the conservation of hving marne resources that concem the State or fishing
entity, by virtue of international law.

Camed out by vessels that fly the flag of a CMC of the IATTC, but fish in contravention of
conservation and management measures adopted by the IATTC and by virtue of which the
CMCs are bound, or the pertinent provisions of applicable international law and that have not
been reported or have been reported inaccurately, to the competent national authonty, in contra-
vention of national laws and regulations.

Camed out by vessels that fly the flag of a CMC of the IATTC, but fish in contravention of
conservation and management measures adopted by the IATTC and by virtue of which the
CMCs are bound, or the pertinent provisions of applicable international law and carried out in
the zone of competence of the IATTC, that have not been reported or have been reported mac-
curately. in contravention of the reporting procedures of the IATTC.

Carmied out in violation of national laws or international obligations, contracted by the CMC of
the IATTC and that have not been reported or have been reported maccurately, to the competent
national authority, in contravention of national laws and regulations.

Carnied out in viclation of national laws or international obligations contracted by the CMC of
the IATTC and that have not been reported or have been reported imaccurately, in contravention
of the reporting procedures of the IATTC.

Camed out in violation of national laws or international obligations contracted by the CMC of
the JATTC and in zones or in relation to fish stocks for which there are no applicable conservation
of management measures and in which such fishing activities are carried out in a manner
which is not consistent with responsibilities regarding the conservation of living marnne re-
sources that concemn the State or fishing enfity, by virtue of international law.

Final clauses

30. This resclation shall apply to all fishing vessels over 22 meters length overall.

31. Ths resolufion replaces Resolrton C-05-07.
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Appendix 3m.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

80™" MEETING

LA JOLLA, CALIFORNIA (USA)
8-12 JUNE 2009

PROPOSAL H-1

PRESENTED BY COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR, GUATEMALA,
MEXICO, NICARAGUA, PANAMA, AND VENEZUELA

RESOLUTION ON THE REVIEW OF THE PERFORMANCE OF THE
ORGANIZATION

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Taking into account the agreements and considerations emanating from FAO at its session of ....., as well
as UN Resolution 61/105 of 2006 which exhorts Regional Fisheries Management Organizations
(RFMOs) to undertake a review of their performance;

Noting the Course of Actions for RFMOs identified at the Joint Tuna RFMOs Meeting in Kobe, Japan, on
26 January 2007, and in particular those related to Performance Reviews, as well as the considerations
emanating from the meeting of the Chairs of tuna organizations held in March 2007 in San Francisco,
California;

Recognizing that other RFMOs have made progress in the process of Performance Reviews; and

Aware of the importance of developing comprehensive evaluation criteria for measuring the performance
of RFMOs appropriate to the reality of the organization, the fisheries that it regulates and their markets;

Resolves as follows:

1. The Commission shall conduct a review of its performance, for presentation at its annual meeting in
2010, with the goal of improving its effectiveness and efficiency in fulfilling its mandates.

2. This review shall be carried out on the basis of the criteria in Annex A taking into account all the
programs and activities under the IATTC’s responsibility and the relevant international agreements,
and instruments related to the conservation and management of fisheries resources.

3. A Review Panel shall be constituted, which shall be responsible for carrying out the review of the
performance of the IATTC, in accordance with this Resolution. This panel shall be composed of
two/three representatives of IATTC Parties, a member of the Secretariat, and three external experts
with suitable experience in fisheries science, in the management of fisheries resources, and in the
legal regulation of fisheries, respectively.

The external experts shall be internationally recognized, and shall have experience in, and knowledge
on, matters for which the IATTC has responsibility. The members of the Panel should be nationals of
the member countries with representations of four identified regions: North, Central and South
America, and distant water fishing nations, with knowledge in fisheries management and international
fisheries organizations, especially in IATTC’s programs and activities.

4. The Review Panel Chairperson shall be a member of the Panel, elected by its members. The Panel
may adopt its own rules of procedure and any guideline to perform its work as the members may
deem necessary.
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10.

11.

In order to integrate the Panel, the IATTC Secretariat shall prepare a list of 10 candidates each for
both the experts and country representatives, which shall be sent to the Parties through email so they
can indicate their respective preferences. The persons that receive the most votes will be selected to
integrate the Panel. Member countries may submit the name of a prospective panelist.

4. The Panel shall assess in its final report, the efficiency status of the organization, it shall identify
the circumstances which implied such efficiency level and will provide to the Commission with the
advice on tools, strategies and main actions to improve the level of efficiency assessed.

In reviewing the performance of the Commission and formulating its recommendations the Panel take
into consideration the implications of the entering into force of the Antigua Convention

The IATTC Secretariat shall provide logistical support to the Review Panel, and its staff will
participate in the work of the Panel as required by the members of the Panel.

Travel and accommodation costs for the participation in the meetings of the Review Panel for the
external experts shall be borne by the IATTC budget. IATTC Parties shall bear the costs of their own
representatives who participate in the sessions of the Review Panel. However, if this is not possible
for them, their participation shall also be covered by the Commission’s budget.

The Chair of the Panel shall communicate the report and recommendations of the Review Panel to the
Chairman of the IATTC and the Director at least 60 days in advance of the 2010 Annual Meeting.
The Director shall distribute the report and recommendations to the IATTC Parties and observers, and
publish them on the Commission’s website. The Parties may then make their respective observations.

The Commission shall consider, and as appropriate adopt, such actions as may improve their
performance, in accordance with the results of the review that that Panel presents, identifying, as
appropriate, the necessary resources that this may imply on the basis of a cost-benefit approach.
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Annex A

Suggested criteria for reviewing the performance of the Commission

AREA

General Crite-
ria

Detailed Criteria

1 | Collection,
analysis, and
scientific eval-
uation of in-
formation (da-
ta)

Data collection
and sharing

o Extent to which the IATTC has agreed formats, specifica-
tions and timeframes for data submissions.

¢ Extent to which the Parties and cooperating non-members of
the IATTC, individually or through the Commission, collect
and share complete and accurate fisheries data concerning
target stocks and non-target species and other relevant data
in a timely manner.

¢ Extent to which fishing data and fishing vessel data are gath-
ered by the IATTC and shared among members and other
RFMOs.

e Extent to which the IATTC is addressing any gaps in
the collection and sharing of data as required.

e Extent to which the data collected by the Commission
complies with the stock assessment needs

e Degree to which the financial resources allocated to
data collection are appropriate

e Availability of resources for such data collection.

Living marine
resources

o Status of the principal fish stocks under the purview of the
IATTC in relation to the maximum sustainable yield or other
pertinent biological parameters

e Trends in the status of those stocks.

e Status of the species that belong to the same ecosys-
tems as, or that are associated with or depend on, the
main target stocks (hereafter “non-target species”).

e Trends in the status of those species.

Quality and
provision of
scientific advice

o Extent to which the IATTC receives and/or produces the
best scientific advice relevant to the fish stocks and other liv-
ing marine resources under its purview, as well as to the ef-
fects of fishing on the marine environment.

o Extent to which IATTC has developed capacity and infra-
structure for carrying out in depth scientific analyses.

2 | Adoption of
conservation
and manage-
ment measures

Basis and effi-
ciency of
measures
adopted

¢ Degree of correspondence between the scientific recommen-
dations made by the scientific staff of the Commission and
the conservation measures adopted by the Parties

e Extent to which the IATTC has adopted conservation and
management measures for both target stocks and non-target
species that ensures the long-term sustainability of such
stocks and species and are based on the best scientific evi-
dence available.

¢ Extent to which the IATTC has adopted the best practices
for fisheries management in accordance with the pertinent
international instruments, especially those relating to the
management of fisheries resources

o Extent to which the precautionary approach and ecosystem
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considerations are applied including the application of pre-
cautionary reference points.

o Extent to which the IATTC has adopted and is implementing
effective rebuilding plans for depleted or overfished stocks.

¢ Extent to which the IATTC has moved toward the adoption
of conservation and management measures for previously
unregulated fisheries resources (?)

o Extent to which IATTC has taken due account of the need to
conserve marine biological diversity and minimize harmful
impacts of fishing on living marine resources and marine
ecosystems.

e Extent to which fishing gear and methods are selective, min-
imize discards and catches of juveniles, and are harmless to
the marine environment

¢ Extent to which the IATTC has adopted measures to
minimize pollution, waste, discards, catch by lost,
abandoned or unutilized fishing gear, catch of non-
target species, both fish and non-fish species, and im-
pacts on associated or dependent species, in particular
endangered species

e Extent to which the marking of fishing gear, in accord-
ance with the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fish-
ing, has been attempted

Capacity man-

o Extent to which the IATTC has identified fishing capacity

agement levels commensurate with long-term sustainability and opti-
mum utilization of relevant fisheries.
e Extent to which the IATTC has taken actions to prevent
or eliminate excess fishing capacity and effort.
Fishing alloca- | e Extent to which the IATTC agrees on the allocation of al-

tions and oppor-
tunities

lowable catch or levels of fishing effort, including taking in-
to account requests for participation from new members or
participants in accordance with the status of the resources
and taking into consideration article 5 of the Code of Con-
duct for Responsible Fishing and other applicable interna-
tional instruments.

o Extent to which the IATTC allocates fishing opportunities
among its members in accordance with international stand-
ards.

Compliance
and enforce-
ment

Flag State du-
ties

o Extent to which IATTC Parties are fulfilling their duties as
flag States under the treaty establishing the IATTC pursuant
to decisions and measures adopted by IATTC and under oth-
er applicable international instruments.

Port State
measures

o Extent to which the IATTC has adopted pertinent and neces-
sary measures relating to the exercise of the rights and duties
of its members as port States.

¢ Extent to which Port State measures adopted by IATTC are
effectively implemented taking into consideration the logis-
tical resource capacity available in Developing States

Monitoring,

e Extent to which the IATTC has adopted integrated MCS
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control and sur-
veillance
(MCS) *

measures (e.g., required use of VMS, observers, certification
and catch documentation and trade tracking schemes, re-
strictions on transshipment)

e Extent to which MCS measures are effectively imple-
mented .

e Extent to which these systems contribute to the objec-
tives for which they were created,including, VMS, and
the tuna tracking and certification scheme.

Cooperative
mechanisms to
detect and deter
non-compliance

¢ Extent to which the IATTC has established adequate cooper-
ative mechanisms to both monitor compliance and detect and
deter non-compliance (e.g., compliance committees, vessel
lists, sharing of information about non-compliance).

¢ Extent to which the IATTC, its Parties and cooperating non-
members monitor and follow up on infractions of manage-
ment measures

¢ Extent to which these mechanisms are being effectively uti-
lized

¢ Extent to which there is reciprocity with other organizations
and other states for the exchange of pertinent information

Trade, market
Access related
measures and

Sustainability

e Extent to which the IATTC has adopted measures relating to
the exercise of the rights and duties of its members as market
States

¢ [Extent to which the adoption of trade related measures by
the IATTC, has contributed to the effective implementation
of provisions of the IATTC Convention and conservation
and management related measures adopted by the Commis-
sion and its Programs, including the AIDCP,, in accordance
with the applicable provisions of the Commission and con-
sistent with the contents of section 11.2 of the Code of Con-
duct for Responsible Fishing, including paragraphs 11.2.4,
11.2.5and 11.2.6.

¢ Extent to which these trade-related measures are effectively
implemented

o Extent to which market access is restricted by members to
the entry of fisheries products for which the IATTC has re-
sponsibility and that have been captured in a manner either
consistently or inconsistent with the conservation and man-
agement measures adopted by the Commission or those of
the AIDCP, in accordance with the WTO.

Functioning of
the Organiza-
tion

Decision-
making

¢ Extent to which IATTC has transparent and consistent deci-
sion-making procedures that facilitate the adoption of con-
servation and management measures in a timely and effec-
tive manner

¢ Extent to which the decision-making procedures are effec-
tive and are a factor in the development and adoption of con-
servation measures

Transparency

e Extent to which the IATTC is operating in a transparent
manner, including the participation of NGOs with experi-
ence in fisheries resource conservation and management.

o Extent to which the IATTC’s decisions, reports of meetings,
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the scientific advice on which decisions are taken, and other
relevant materials are made available to the public in a time-
ly manner

Dispute settle-
ment

e Extent to which the IATTC has established adequate mecha-
nisms for resolving disputes.

International
cooperation

Relationship to
cooperating
non-members

¢ Extent to which the IATTC facilitates cooperation between
the Parties and non-members, including through the adoption
and implementation of procedures for granting cooperating
status.

Relationship to
non-cooperating
non-members

e Extent of fishing activity by vessels of non-members that are
not cooperating with the IATTC, as well as measures to de-
ter such activities.

Cooperation

o Extent to which the IATTC cooperates with other RFMOs,

with other including through the network of Regional Fishery Body
RFMOs Secretariats.
Special re- ¢ Extent to which the IATTC recognizes the special needs of
quirements of developing States and pursues forms of cooperation with de-
developing veloping States, including with fishing allocations or oppor-
States tunities and the development of their capability effectively
participate in the scientific assessments made within the
framework of the IATTC, and their ability to participate in
relevant meetings
o Extent to which IATTC Parties, individually or through the
IATTC, provide relevant assistance to developing States
Financial and | Availability of | e Extent to which financial and other resources are made
administrative | resources for available to achieve the aims of the IATTC and to imple-
issues IATTC activi- ment the IATTC’s decisions.
ties ¢ Extent to which IATTC is efficiently and effectively manag-

ing its human and financial resources, including those of the
Secretariat.

o Extent to which the cost of the Commission’s projects and
activities justify their financial costs, principally but not ex-
clusively, by means of a cost-benefit analysis.
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Appendix 3n.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL D-1-A
SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION

RESOLUTION FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A LIST OF ACTIVE
LONGLINE VESSELS IN THE CONVENTION AREA

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Affirming the importance of ensuring that all vessels fishing in the Convention Area comply with the
conservation and management measures agreed by its member governments;

Inspired by the principles of the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries and the Agreement to
Promote Compliance with International Conservation and Management Measures by Fishing Vessels on
the High Seas;

Aware of the need to have pertinent information relative to the operations of vessels fishing in the eastern
Pacific Ocean (EPO);

Adopts, in accordance with the Antigua Convention, the following Resolution:

1. Members and cooperating non-members shall notify to the IATTC Secretariat, by 31® May 2011, and
by the same date each year thereafter, the list of longline vessels, by gear type, greater than 22 meters
length overall and their respective overall capacity, expressed in gross tonnage (GT), that actually
fished in the Convention Area during the previous year;

2. When notifying the Secretariat in accordance with paragraph 1, the members and cooperating non-
members shall confirm that they have verified the effective presence and fishing activities of these
vessels in the Convention Area for the concerned year, through their VMS records, catch reports, port
calls, or by other means. The staff shall have access to such information upon request.

3. The Secretariat will establish a list of active longline vessels, will publish on the Commission website
and will keep it regularly updated.
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Appendix 3o0.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL L-1

SUBMITTED BY BELICE, COLOMBIA, COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR,
GUATEMALA, NICARAGUA AND PANAMA

STRENGTHENING OF THE CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT OF
SHARKS IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Recalling that the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization International Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Management of Sharks (IPOA-Sharks) calls on States, within the framework of their
respective competencies and consistent with international law, to cooperate through regional fisheries
organizations with a view to ensuring the sustainability of shark stocks as well as to adopt a National Plan
of Action for the conservation and management of sharks;

Considering that many sharks are part of pelagic ecosystems in the Convention Area, and that sharks are
captured in fisheries targeting tunas and tuna-like species;

Recognizing the need to collect data on catch, effort, discards, and trade, as well as information on the
biological parameters of species of sharks that are a part of both of targeted fishing and bycatch, as part of
shark conservation and management of these resources;

Considering that an extensive unregulated shark fishery is reported to be conducted in the Convention
Area by a large number of shark-fishing vessels, including some slightly smaller than 24 meters length
overall, about which the Commission has little information;

Noting that the IATTC has adopted, in its Consolidated Resolution on Bycatch, a requirement for
fishermen on purse-seine vessels to release unharmed non-target species, to the extent practicable,
including sharks, and that governments with longline fleets also provide the required bycatch information
as soon as possible;

Noting that the IATTC has adopted, in its Resolution C-05-03, a scheme for bringing aboard sharks
caught by purse-seine and longline vessels in the Convention Area, which promotes compliance with the
IPOA-Sharks and establishes a percentage limit for fins that vessels are allowed to have on board up to
the first point of unloading.

Recognizing that it has been promoted in recent years that all sharks unloaded reach the first point of
unloading with fins attached with a partial cut, as a mechanism that will guarantee without any doubt the
eradication of finning;

Believing that specific measures to be respected by vessels of all fishing gears are necessary for the
conservation of sharks in the Convention Area;

Resolves as follows:

1. Each member and cooperating non-member should establish and implement a National Plan of
Action for the Conservation and management of shark stocks, in accordance with the FAO
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10.

11.

12.

13.

International Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of Sharks.

In 2011, the IATTC, in cooperation with scientists of members and cooperating non-members and,
if possible, the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission, shall provide preliminary advice
on the stock status of key shark species and propose a research plan for a comprehensive
assessments of these stocks.

When fishing for sharks is authorized, members shall take the measures necessary to require that
their fishers fully utilize any retained catches of sharks. Full utilization is defined as retention by
the fishing vessel of all parts of the shark excepting head, guts, and skins, to the point of first
landing.

Unloading of shark fins is allowed only if they are naturally attached to the carcass, with partial cuts
in the fins that allow efficient bleeding and suitable storage for entire utilization of the body,
without separating the fins from the body completely, to guarantee that these products do not result
from finning.

Alternatively, when the particular circumstances of a member or cooperating non-member make it
necessary, it will be permissible to separate the fins from the carcasses, provided that the weight of
the fins does not exceed 5% of the weight of the carcasses of sharks aboard, up to the first point of
landing. Members and cooperating non-members are encouraged to gradually replace this 5%
method by that of naturally-attached fins described in paragraph 4 above. In the meantime, those
members and cooperating non-members that continue to use de 5% method shall take the measures
necessary to ensure compliance with that ratio through certification, monitoring by observers, or
other appropriate measures.

Members and cooperating non-members that cannot implement paragraph 4 shall inform the IATTC
Secretariat as soon as possible of the time it will take to implement it.

It is prohibited for fishing vessels to retain on board, transship, land or trade in any fins harvested in
contravention of this Resolution.

In fisheries for tunas and tuna-like species that are not directed at sharks, members and cooperating
non-members shall encourage their fishermen, to the extent practicable, to release live sharks that
are caught incidentally and are not used for food and/or subsistence, with special attention to
juveniles.

Members and cooperating non-members shall discourage the use of juvenile sharks as a fisheries
product for trade, food, and/or subsistence.

Members and cooperating non-members are encouraged, where possible, to conduct research to
identify shark nursery areas, with the objective of supporting correct management of these areas.

The Commission shall consider the technical and financial assistance that should be given to
developing members and cooperating non-members for the collection of data on their shark catches.

Each member and cooperating non-member shall annually report data on catches, effort by gear
type, landings, where possible, in accordance with IATTC reporting procedures, including available
historical data. Members and cooperating non-members shall send to the IATTC Secretariat, by 1
May at the latest, a comprehensive annual report of the implementation of this Resolution during the
previous year.

This resolution replaces Resolution C-05-03.

IATTC-81 Minutes — September 2010 91



Appendix 3p.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

81°" MEETING

ANTIGUA (GUATEMALA)
27 SEPTEMBER -1 OCTOBER 2010

PROPOSAL M-1-A
SUBMITTED BY THE EUROPEAN UNION AND THE UNITED STATES

RESOLUTION ON THE ELECTION OF THE CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR
OF THE INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC):

Taking into account Article 1(7) of the Convention for the Establishment of an Inter-American Tropical
Tuna Commission and Article VI11(5) of the Antigua Convention, which establish the obligation to elect a
Chair of the Commission;

Recognizing the need for the effective and smooth functioning of the Commission during its meetings, as
well as between them;

Resolves the following:

1. Beginning with the 82" meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission, the Commission
shall elect individuals to serve as Chair and Vice-Chair for a period of one year. If the Commission
cannot elect a Chair or Vice-Chair, the host member shall provide a Chair and the previous host
member shall provide a Vice-Chair;

2. If the Chair is unable to carry out its functions at any time, the Vice Chair shall act as Chair until such
time as the Chair is able resume carrying out its functions or a new Chair is elected;

3. After an initial one year term, the Chair and Vice-Chair shall be re-elected for an additional period of
one year unless they are no longer able to carry out their respective functions or an objection is raised
by a Member of the Commission.
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Appendix 4a.

STATEMENT OF THE DELEGATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF GUATEMALA AT THE 81°"
MEETING OF THE INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

Guatemala addresses the 81% Meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission held in this city
of Antigua, to express again its discontent and disappointment at the continuation of the lamentable
matter of the 3,762 cubic meters of well volume of which, in a manner contrary to its wishes, attempts
have been made to deprive it since the end of 2003.

On the occasion of the meeting of this assembly, for the first time, under the aegis of the Antigua
Convention, it is imperative to approve this matter that the Commission has pending with this and other
issues of the capacity of the purse-seine fleet.

In this new legal framework, a light of hope is turned on to find an appropriate solution under the
mechanism for the resolution of disputes contemplated in article XXV of the Convention that has recently
entered into force. This delegation is aware that these events antedate the date on which this rule can be
applied, but these are current problems, which with goodwill and real intentions, this matter can be
directed in a manner consistent with the solutions that we ourselves have included in this instrument. Of
course no option of domestic Law nor International Law is discarded.

Unlike other actors, Guatemala has abstained from replacing that volume with new vessels, from outside
the Commission’s Regional Vessel Register, in observance of its commitments within the organization. It
is worrying that others have followed a different path, although, leaving aside strict legal considerations,
the frustration and unease that is produced by seeing one’s rights violated and without having a clear
horizon for reaching a solution are understood.

The assets of Guatemala are not renounced nor can they be transferred without its consent. Those who
have them do not strenghen any right by the passage of time in these conditions. With this statement
those rights are claimed, since they were expressly recognized to Guatemala by Resolutions of the
Commission that date back to 1998, y we are not aware of any other legal effect that claims otherwise.

This statement is made to bring about the consquente international effects, of permanent, constant and
sustained opposition to the not agreed transfer of those 3,762 cubic meters of well volume belonging to
the State of Guatemala.

In Antigua, Guatemala, thirtieth of September of two thousand and ten.
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Appendix 4b.
STATEMENT OF THE CHINESE DELEGATION AT THE 815" MEETING OF THE IATTC
Madam Chair,

As a contracting party of the Convention and new member of the Commission, Chinese delegation,
together with all other delegates, has been invited to make joint efforts and push forward the goals of the
Antigua Convention. Unfortunately, some unsettled issues prevent Chinese delegation from devoting
ourselves to cooperation.

The Antigua Convention says that the member of the Commission include contracting party member and
fishing entity member, who has different legal status under the Convention. Chinese delegation claims
that the sitting arrangement of the plenary and listing of participants in relevant documents of the
Commission, as well as the website etc., shall comply with the Convention, that is to say first contracting
party members then fishing entity members. China believes that such claim clearly reflects the distinction
of contracting party members and fishing entity members in their legal status as specified in the Antigua
Convention, and is exactly in line with the spirit of the Convention.

IATTC is not only a Regional Fishery Management Organization, but also an inter-governmental
organization, where political issues are consequently inevitable. Only when such issues have been
properly settled, can the members focus on discussion of fisheries.

Some argues that China’s claim is to challenge the credibility of the Commission. In fact, such kind of
words is severely challenging China’s crucial interests, which is unacceptable. It must be emphasized
that, in the spirit of cooperation and under the principle on conservation and management of tuna
resources in the Convention area, China showed its utmost flexibility during the amendment of the
Convention, which made it possible to include fishing entities to participate in the work of the
Commission. China participates this meeting with the desire to push forward the objects of the
Convention with joint efforts of all the delegates. Chinese delegation believes that our claim is absolutely
in consistent with the Convention.

Chinese delegation is unwilling to see what happened recently and has endeavored its utmost efforts to
avoid such situation from the very beginning. Chinese delegation addressed to the Director of the
Secretariat and the commissioner of the hosting country on September 22 where our position and claims
were clearly illustrated. Then, the delegation had an informal consultation with the Secretariat on arrival
to reaffirm the position, illustrated the position and claims to the heads of delegation, and requested
relevant issues be properly solved before the meeting commences.

These days, Chinese delegation communicated with other delegates in various occasions with the hope
that such issues would not become an issue to be discussed in the plenary. We believe that many
colleagues sitting around the table have good knowledge on the efforts made by our delegation. Should
such efforts are not duly respected as it should be, Chinese delegation would not be able to join consensus
on adopting any outcome of this meeting, including all proposals and resolutions.

Thank you Madam Chair, Chinese delegation requests this statement be reflected in the minutes of this
meeting.
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Appendix 4c.

STATEMENT BY COLOMBIA ON CARRYING CAPACITY IN THE INTER-AMERICAN

TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

On the occasion of the 81" Meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), the
Delegation of Colombia makes the following statement for the record:

1.

Colombia, on ratifying the 1949 Convention, makes the following statement:

“The Government of the Republic of Colombia declares that none of the provisions of the
Convention nor of the subsequent decisions adopted in relation to it and not provided for in it,
among others the definition of the area of the Eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), the incorporation or
exclusion of vessels from the regional vessel register and the allocation of carrying capacities, may
be interpreted as a modification of the position of the Republic of Colombia with regard to that
convention or to the International Law of the Sea, in particular about its maritime areas regarding
which it has sovereignty or sovereign rights or jurisdiction in accordance with its domestic laws and
international law, including the applicable international treaties, or as express or tacit acceptance of
the provisions adopted in relation to this Convention that limit or whose effect is to limit the full
exercise of any right belonging to the Republic of Colombia.”

In this regard, Colombia observes with concern that since the issuing of Resolution C-02-03 in the
year 2002, the total of the carrying capacity of the IATTC has experienced an increase of about 16%.
This unjustified increase does not meet the objective for which that Resolution was issued.
Colombia wishes to state its concern about the inconsistencies observed in the implementation of the
recommendations and decisions of the IATTC, in matters such as Carrying Capacity and 1UU lists
which go against the sovereignty of the country.

Therefore, Colombia declares the imperative need that within the Commission a thorough review be
carried out of the procedures introduced in compliance with Resolution C-02-03 on carrying capacity
and definition of a regional vessel register.

Moreover, the same Resolution C-02-03 states, by means of a footnote related to paragraph 101, the
express request of the Government of Colombia to increase its carrying capacity by 14,046 m®.
Despite the compliance by Colombia with the IATTC’s conservation measures, and its insistent
request for recognition of the referenced paragraph the Commission has not responded to these
requests.

Colombia states its firm rejection of the irregular inclusion of the vessel Martha Lucia R in the
IATTC list of IUU vessels. This situation is due to the fact that the IATTC created the Regional
Vessel Register on 28 June 2002, on which date Colombia was not a Party to the IATTC. Colombia,
repeatedly has presented the evidence to the Commission, on the compliance with the conservation
measures emanating from the IATTC and AIDCP, and has requested the collaboration of the
countries and the Commission for resolving this issue, without a satisfactory response to date.

In view of all the above, Colombia claims its sovereign fishing rights on the Eastern Pacific Ocean,
of which it is coastal, rights sufficiently recognized by international law.
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Appendix 5a.

oAk AR 2 Ao B R e L B

BUREAU OF FISHERIES, MINISTRT OF AGRICULTURE, THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA
it AEFREHE 1S, HRHBD: 100126 Address: No.11 Nongzhanguannanli, Beijing, 100126
d,4%& (TEL): +86-10-59192928, 4 A (FAX): +86-10-59193056, Email: bofdwf@agri.gov.cn

Dr. Guillermo Compean,
Director
IATTC 21 September, 2010

Your Excellency,

I refer to the forthcoming 81% meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission, which is the first Commission meeting after the entry into force of the
Antigua Convention.

China has approved the Antigua Convention and will participate in this meeting as a
Contracting Party to the Convention and a member of the Commission as well.
Instructed by the Government of China, I wish to request Your Excellency to properly
address the Taiwan issue in the meeting.

China all along adheres to the One-China Principle. There is only one China in the
world and Taiwan is part of China. China firmly oppose to any attempt to create "two
Chinas" or "one China, one Taiwan". Pursuant to relevant resolution of the
Commission, Chinese Taipei can only participate in the work of the Commission in its
character as a fishing entity. To this end, I hereby request that some arrangements
should be made as follows in the meeting of the Commission:

1. The use or appearance of the so-called "National Flag", "National Emblem" or
"National Anthem" of Taiwan authority is forbidden.

2. Chinese Taipei, as a fishing entity, should be arranged to be seated after the
participating States. In the meeting documents, inter alia, the name list of participants,
Chinese Taipei should also be listed after the participating States.

3. In all meeting activities, publications, documents, materials and other relevant
items, the use of any terms that have sovereign implication such as "Republic of
China" , "R.O.C.", "Taiwan", "Ministry of Foreign Affairs" and "Executive Yuan" etc.
is forbidden.

The proper settlement of the Taiwan issue is of vital importance to China in
participating in the Commission meetings. As the Director of the Commission and
convener of the Commission meetings, Your Excellency has the responsibility to
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ensure efficient functioning of the Commission. China would like to work together
with Your Excellency, with a view to solving the Taiwan issue properly and making
the meeting a success.

Please accept, Your Excellency, the compliments of my highest consideration.

Sincerely yours,

A T s .;_L
Zhao Liling
Head of the Chinese Delegation to the 81* Meeting of the Commission
Director
Division of Distant Water Fisheries
Bureau of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture, China
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Appendix 5b.

2 RGBT AT REE
@f# FISHERIES AGENCY
i Q H2 Council of Agriculture, Executive Yuan
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September 24, 2010

Dr. Guillermo A Compean
Director
Inter-Amencan Tropical Tuna Commussion

Dear Dr. Compean:

Whale we are to gather 1n Antigua, Guatemala to celebrate the entry into
force of the Antigua Convention and rejoice in the naugural meeting of
the IATTC under the new regime of Antigna Convention, 1t 1s regretful to
leamn the 1ssuance of a letter addressed to the Darector of the IATTC
Secretariat dated 21 September 2010 by the Chinese Delegation.

Furst of all, T would like to stress that IATTC has a long lustory and
time-honored tradition for more than six decades. All new members to
this regional body should be respectful of its proud tradition and practice,
rather than taking an assumptive attitude towards the exercise of 1ts

functions.

Furthermore, the adoption of the Antigua Convention itself 15 an
achievement of collective wisdom by the oniginal drafters and negotiators.
Tarwan made tremendous concessions during the negotiations that led to
the adoption of the Antigua Convention by, for mstance, agreeing to use
“Chinese Taipei” as 1fs designation after the entry into force of the
Antina Convention, as reflected in the Report of the Working Group
(footnote 2) 1ssued by Chamman of the Working Group to Review the
IATTC Convention, Ambassador Jean-Francois Pulvems. on 27 June
2003 and in the Resolution C-03-09 adopted in the 70® Meeting of the
IATTC on the same date. Chinese Taipei’s concessions were made 1 a
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- e%# FISHERIES AGENCY
I z Council of Agriculture, Executive Yuan
No.1 Fiching Harbour North 1st Road, Kachsiung, Taiw
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view to contributing to the success of the adoption of the Antigua
Convention and to the smooth operation of the regime established by thus
Convention.

IATTC 1s a regional fisheries management orgamization established with
an objective to “ensure the long-term conservation and sustainable use of
the fish stocks covered by this Convention.” IATTC i1s thus not a
political forum to settle the so-called “one China 1ssue™ We do not like
to see such political maneuvenng made by the Chinese Delegation
occurnng in a body like IATTC. Such political maneuvering will not
contribute to the work of the IATTC but will only damage the cooperative
spirtt shown in the past negotiations and the goals of the IATTC in the

years to COMme.

As a member of the IATTC as defined in Article I paragraph 7 of the
Antigua Convention, Chinese Taipe1 cannot accept any unequal treatment
i sithing amrangement of presentation in any activities, publications,
documents, materials of the IATTC. suggesting any differentiation from
any other members of the IATTC.

Chinese Taiper Delegation would also like to draw the attention of the
members of the Commussion that the leader of the Chinese Government,
Wen Jiabao, mndicated m New York on September 22 that the recent
signing and entry into force of the Economuc Cooperation Framework
Apgreement (ECFA) between two sides of Tarwan Strait was pirvotal
terms of peaceful development of the two sides. and based on the
economic mutual trust built upon the ECFA. he would like to see further
development of political and malitary mutual trust between the two sides.
However, the above mentioned commumication issued by the Chinese
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Delegation apparently deviates from what was said by its leader and can
do more damage to the recent cooperative atmosphere across the Tarwan
Strait and to the feeling of people on Tarwan.

As a new member of the IATTC, Chmese Taipe1 Delegation 15 attending
the 817 meeting in Antigua to play a constructive role i pursuing a
collaborative path toward our commeon goal as expressed mn Article IT of
the Antigua Convention. I trust that any political disturbance agamnst
such collaborative framework 1s mappropnate and not welcomed by us.
I eamnestly hope that tlhus unpleasant mcident will not hamper our
celebration of the entry into force of the Antigua Convention and our
work under the new Convention next week and in the years to come. I
wish to request the IATTC Secretariat to circulate thus letter to all the
members of the Commussion.

Sincerely.
e
L’ Q)’[f‘ “3 7 é}jﬁ?%
SR -
Hong-Yen Huang

Head of the Chinese Taipe1 Delegation to the 817 Meeting of the IATTC
Drrector

Deep Sea Fishenies Division

Fishenies Agency

Council of Agnculture, Executive Yuan
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Appendix 5c.
COMMENTS BY VANUATU ON PROPOSAL E-1-A, PORT STATE MEASURES FOR
PREVENTING, DETERRING, AND ELIMINATING IUU FISHING

Thank you Mr. Chair,

Having carefully read the joint EU and Canadian proposal which we are thankful for, Vanuatu is in
general agreement with the aim of said resolution.

However, part of Article 9 is problematic to us for the following reasons.

A/ Art 9.3 states that “in the case of denial of entry, the port State CPC shall communicate its
decision to the flag CPC of the vessel, and to the IATTC Secretariat, to be posted on the secure part of the
IATTC website. The IATTC Secretariat shall communicate this decision to all CPCs and to other regional
fisheries management organizations”. Such wording is also content in art 11.

It should be noted that at this stage, the vessel could simply be suspected of 1UU fishing activities as
prescribed in Art 9.4 (unless indeed listed in any RFMO), and be denied entry into the port without being
inspected. Yet, in addition to the communication of the Port State CPC denial of entry decision to the
Flag CPC, to the IATTC Secretariat and CPCs members which we do not have any problem with, the
same information shall be communicated by the Secretariat to other RFMOs without the Flag State’s
intervention.

It seems to us that this requirement of transmission of information is stronger in this draft resolution than
in the current resolution C 05-07 establishing a list of vessels presumed to have carried out IUU fishing
activities whereby the transmission of information to other RFMOs takes place only after that the
concerned Flag and Coastal States had the chance to defend their respective positions before the
Commission.

Vanuatu is therefore of the view that such transmission of information to other RFMOs is NOT
appropriate given the harm that such communication could have on the vessel’s name would it then be
revealed that such assumptions were simply wrong...

Besides, would indeed that IUU activities assumption be baseless, we note that nowhere in this draft
resolution is described the process following which the Flag State will be given the chance to provide
additional information to possibly withdraw the ship’s name from a given list be it in the secure part of
the IATTC website or with other RFMOs.

Proper communication guidance is given only in case of proper inspections not in case of strict denial of
entry for IUU activities suspicions.

B/ On another point of a more general nature Mr. Chair, reading Article 2 of this draft resolution, we
note that its objective is to prevent, deter and eliminate IUU fishing through the implementation of
effective port state measures.

However, Para 9.4 states that when a port State CPC has sufficient proof that a vessel seeking entry into
its port has engaged in IUU fishing etc... the port State CPC shall deny that vessel entry into its ports.
Therefore, the principle is to deny entry into ports if a vessel is suspected of IUU fishing activities. We do
not believe that such principle being “denial of entry” is the most effective way to prevent, deter and
eliminate 1UU fishing.

Then reading para 9.5, we note that “a port State CPC may allow entry into its ports of a vessel referred
to in those paragraphs exclusively for the purpose of inspecting it and taking other appropriate actions in
conformity with international law”. Still in the same spirit, we note that the inspection is here the
exception and not the principle in case of IUU fishing activities suspicions. Shouldn’t it be the other way
around?

Shouldn’t Port State CPCs be encouraged to authorize the entry of these suspected IUU fishing vessels
(which are not yet listed in any 1UU lists) into their ports for inspection purposes in accordance with Part
4 of this Draft Resolution? Wouldn’t that be more effective to prevent, deter and eliminate 1UU fishing
activities instead of establishing a principle of denial of entry?

Thank you Mr. Chair.
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Appendix 5d.

a
I \g‘%&
LY |' % J j
Tapgs o UNITED STATES DEPARTAMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oeeande and Atmospheric Admindztration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE
Southwest Bemon
501 West Ovean Bhed
Leng Beach CA 90802-4213

Dr. Guillermo Compean

Director, Inter-Amernican Tropical Tuna Commission
8604 La Jolla Shores Drive

La Jolla, California 92037-1508

Re: 5. Request to Evaluate a Total Allowable Catch Program
Dear Dr. Compean:

According to several recent reports, publications, and workshops 1, the time is ripe to increase the
use of effective rights-based management that aligns the economic incentives of fishermen and
states to the commeon overall goals of sustainable and economically viable fisheries, conservation
of biodiversity, and net socioeconomic benefits. Conservation measures in the TATTC
Convention Area have become increasingly restrictive to control fishing mortality levels, which
makes reaching consensus to adopt such measures inherently difficult. In addition, some
countries dispute, or are seelking to change. their current circumstances under the IATTC's
capacity regime. The Commission has had limited success in resolving capacity issues, and this
has affected negotiations on several conservation and management measures.

The IATTC staff has previously recommended that the Commission examine alternative means
to reduce the fleet size in the purse-seine fishery toward the Commission’s target of 158,000
cubic meters, in crder to facilitate the conservation of the stocks of yvellowfin, bigeye, and
skipjack tunas and the economic viability of the fisheries. If the Commission comtinues fo
manage the purse-seine fishery using primarily IATTC Resclution C-02-03 and the Regional
Wessel Register (i.e., limits on vessel well volume) and closure periods, there will continpe to be
economic inefficiencies in both the purse-seine and longline sectors, and many discussions at the
Commission will continue to be hampered by disagreements over capacity limits and related
allegations of illegal nnreported, and unregulated (IULT) fishing activities.

The United States requests that the Secretariat condoet a quantitative cost-benefit analysis of
implementing a total allowable catch (TAC) program in the purse seine and longline fisheries
targeting tunas in the IATTC Convention Area for 2012 and beyond. The United States is
interested in comparing various TAC programs to determine which 15 the most beneficial and
feasible, including: 1) a global TAC (i.e., competitive among members and vessels); 2) national
TACSs; 3) national TACs with individual fishing gquotas allocated to vessels of each nation; 4)
individual fishing quotas allocated to vessels irrespective of flag; and 5) an industry-financed
buvback (perhaps with an initial World Bank loan) of excess rights and/or vessels. These

! For example, The Bellagio Framewark for Sustainzble Tunz Fisheries: Capacity controls, rights-based
manzgement, and effective MCS, 2010, and Conservaton and Management of Transnational Tuna Fishenes, by
Fobin Allen, James Joseph and Dale Squires, 2010.

IATTC-81 Minutes — September 2010 102



programs should be analyzed for the purse-seine and longline sectors, as well as the possibility of
combining these sectors in a TAC program.

The analysis should compare each program with the current management regime (1e., 2010
measures). In other words, each TAC program should be compared to the measures that are
cwrently in place to limit catch and effort (e.g, closure penods and areas. catch limits, and the
Eegional Vessel Begister and the requirements of Resolution C-02-03). The analysis should also
include discussion of additional management elements of TAC programs, such as: 1) which
species of age classes of tuna the TAC would apply to; 2) different options for establishing initial
allocation schemes; 3) initial estimates of what those allocations would be; 4) administrative,
moenitoring and enforcement costs; 3) transferability of quotas; 6) closure opticns when a TAC is
reached; and 7) assistance to developing countries. The United States requests that this analysis
be completed 60 days before the 2011 Commission annual meeting, circulated in advance to the
members, and presented at that meeting by the principal analysts, and that sufficient time be
allocated on the agenda to allow for a full discussion of the results, in order to allow the
Commission to consider these management options for 2012 and beyond.

Please circulate this letter to the other Commission members.

Sincerely,

@Tﬁ@ R ris
Rodpey B Mclnnis

Commissioner
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